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CURRENT TOPICS. 

Tne THREE judges of the Chancery Division have finally 
settled the list of selected actions which are to be heard during 
the next sittings by Mr. Justice Currry, Mr. Justice Norrn, 
and Mr. Justice Srrrtine under the new scheme. A copy of 
the order of the Lord Chancellor will be found in another 
column. 





THE HEARING of the “selected list” will be commenced b 
Mr. Justice Curry on the 11th of April, on which day he wi 
have in his paper four cases which are at the head of the list, 
beginning with Caldecott v. Brass. On the same day Mr. Justice 
Wricar will continue the hearing of the Chancery actions trans- 
ferred to him, and will have in his day’s list eight actions, of 
which Forrest v. Walker is the first. Persons concerned in the 
actions near the head of the lists must be prepared for the hear- 
ing of them on the early days of the sittings. 





THE two prvistons of the Court of Appeal, after sitting for a 
short time on Tuesday last, rose for the Easter Vacation. On 
the same day Mr. Justice Romer was absent from illness. On 
Wednesday, the last day of the sittings, five ju including 
Mr. Justice Wricut, sat for Chancery business. The two judges 
of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division also sat on 
Wednesday ; but there were no sittings in court of the judges 
of the Queen’s Bench Division on that day. 





THE sitrinas PAPER for the Chancery Division for the Easter 
Sittings, which will be published next week, will present an 
altogether different aspect from that to which we have been 
accustomed. Mr. Justice Currry takes no interlocutory business 
in court while he is working on the selected list. During that 
time his motions and uno petitions will be heard by Mr. 
Justice Norrn. While Mr. Justice Norra is ge actions 
from the selected list, his motions and uno petitions will 
be heard by Mr. Justice Currry. While Mr. Justice Srimtinc 
is dealing with the actions on the “selected list,’ his motions 
and unopposed petitions will be heard by Mr. Justice Kexewicu, 
who announces that he will not take any witness actions during 
| the sittings. 








| We print elsewhere a new scale of fees and costs which has 
been issued under the Cl Discipline Act, 1892. The altera- 
tions in the scale of court fees consist chiefly in the introduction 
| of items for matters previously iawovided for, and the allow- 
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ances to witnesses are placed on the same footing as those in the 
High Court. With regard to costs to be paid to solicitors, it has 
been recognize] that these were previously fixed too low. In 
most instances where a fee of five shillings was allowed this has 
been raised by one-half, and the limit of £3 on instructions for 
brief on trial where counsel is employed is removed, the amount 
being left to the discretion of the registrar having regard to all 
the circumstances of the case. The fees on trial are also made 
more favourable to the solicitor. 





Ir ns hitherto been supposed that a request to a county court 


judge, at the trial of an action, to take a note of any point of 


law raised, and of the facts in evidence relating thereto, was, 
by section 120 of the County Courts Act, 1888, made a con- 
dition precedent for any appeal from such decision being 
heard, and that the power of the High Court, under R. 8. C., 
ord. 59, r. 8, to accept, in lieu of such a note, ‘‘any other 
evidence or statement of what occurred before such judge which 
the court may deem sufficient’ could only be exercised where 
such a request had, in fact, been made to the judge of the 
inferior court (Cook v. Gordon, 61 L. J. Q. B. 445). However, 
in the recent case of the ship Crescent, reported elsewhere 
(where the judge of the City of London Court had neither 
been requested to take a note nor had taken one), an 
Admiralty Divisional Court acceded to an application made 
to it, under ord. 59, r. 8, that the witnesses on both sides 
who had been examined at the trial might be produced 
and again examined on the hearing of the appeal. This deci- 
sion, which the Court of Appeal have now refused to interfere 
with, upon the ground that it was given in exercise of a discretion 
vested in the Divisional Court, was, it is believed, pronounced 
in ignorance of Cook v. Gordon (supra), which does not appear 
to have been cited, and with which it undoubtedly conflicts. 
As, however, this last-mentioned case has certainly not been 
expressly overruled, and as, moreover, thére seems to be ample 
justification for the decision there given, it is submitted that 
county court suitors should still be careful, in all cases where 
they wish to appeal to the High Court, to comply with the 
statutory requirements, and, at the trial in the county court, 
formally request the judge to take a note. 





AN INTERESTING little piece of history has come to light owing 
to the remarks made by Sir Henry James in the debate in the 
House of Commons on the law officers’ remuneration which we 
quoted last week. It has, of course, long been surmised that 
the original cause of the non-detention of Zhe Alabama, result- 
ing in the payment of an enormous sum by this country by way 
of compensation, was the delay of the then law officers in advis- 
ing on the question. Sir Henry James said: “ Of the three law 
officers one was enjoying himself on the banks of the Wye 
when his opinion was asked upon the point, and he duly for- 
warded his opinion to London wrapped up in a brown-paper 
cover. The parcel was carefully followed by certain enterprizing 
agents of those who were interested in getting the vessel away, 
and long before it reached London they were in possession of 
the law officer’s opinion, with the result that, before that opinion 
could be acted upon by the authorities, the vessel was hastily 
equipped and she put to sea.” Lord Setzorye, who is the 
survivor of the three law officers referred to, at once categori- 
cally denied these statements, and explained that the case for 
opinion and papers were sent either to the chambers or 
residence of Sir J. D. Harprxe, the Queen’s Advocate, but that, 
as he was then unfortunately suffering from mental disease, the 
papers were delayed, and did not reach the other law officers 
until July 28, and their opinion was given on the following day. 
Sir H. James, in reply, pointed out that in the argument of the 
British case before the arbitrators at Geneva it was stated that 
the case for opinion and papers were sent to the private resi- 
dence of the Queen’s Advocate on July 23, and he asked what 


became of them between that date and July 28. Hereupon 
there game on the scene Mr. Marsnatt, who stated that the late 
Sir Frrzroy Ketry told him that at the “time Sir Joun and Lady 
Harpine we-e residing near Monmouth, close to the Wye, and 





Sir Jonny was beginning to shew signs of insanity, which his 
wife was naturally desirous to keep secret in the hope that he 
would recover. The papers relating to Zhe Alabama were sent 
on from the address in London to Monmouth, and were opened 
by Lady Harvie, who managed to put off sending any reply for 
three or four days, when a second and more urgent communica- 
tion compelled her to reveal that her husband was not in a state 
of mental health to enable him to reply.” Lord Szxsorye, 
in replying to this, says he is satisfied that no letter from 
Lady Harpryc was received at the Foreign Office, and he 
believes that Sir Joux Harpine was at the time in London and 
suffering from acute mental disorder; and he adds that “Sir 
Henry Layarp believed that the papers were obtained from 
Sir Joun Harprvc’s private residence in London by the help 
of a gentleman (now dead) whom he named to me.” There is 
no doubt that the incident furnishes a strong argument in 
favour of more formal arrangements for the reception and 
delivery of papers intended for the law officers. But it may 
be questioned whether, under the exceptional circumstances 
above mentioned, delay would not have been just as likely 
to have arisen even if the expensive Law Officers’ Department 
had then been formally constituted. 





Tue Courr of Appeal (Linptey and Lorzs, L.JJ., Lord 
Esuer, M.R., diss.) have upheld the decision of the Divisional 
Court in Re Hughes upon which we commented recently, and for 
that purpose have restricted the generality of some of the ex- 
pressions used in Re Spackman (38 W. R. 497, 24 Q. B. D. 728). 
The question turns upon the construction of section 4 (1) (a) of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, which says that a debtor commits an 
act of bankruptcy if he “makes a conveyance or assignment of 
his property to a trustee or trustees for the benefit of his credi- 
tors generally.” In Re Spackman there was no formal convey- 
ance or assignment of property. All that the debtor did was to 
arrange for a sale of his furniture and other effects, and for the 
receipt of the proceeds by some person on behalf of his creditors. 
The Court of Appeal held, therefore, that there was no such 
conveyance as was contemplated by the statute. There must be, 
said Lord Esner, ‘‘an assignment of the property by deed to a 
trustee for the benefit of creditors.” So Fry, L.J., spoke of a 
“formal conveyance or assignment, properly so called, of the 
whole, or substantially the whole, of the debtor’s property to a 
trustee or trustees for the benefit of his creditors.” Lorss, L.J., 
was still more precise. The words, he said, “refer to an instru- 
ment under seal actually transferring the legal and equitable 
interest in property, so as to take it out of the assignor and 
vest it in the assignee or assignees.” In the present case of 
Re Hughes a state of circumstances had arisen which some- 
what severely tested these definitions. The debtor by deed 
conveyed (in the usual form of a deed of assignment for the 
benefit of creditors) all his freehold and other property, except 
leaseholds, to trustees for the benefit of his creditors, and 
the deed contained a declaration of trust as to the leaseholds 
by which it was provided that the debtor should stand pos- 
sessed of the leaseholds in trust for and to convey and assure the 
same as the trustees might from time to time direct. On the 
ground that there was thus no assignment of the leaseholds, it 
was contended that the deed constituted no such conveyance or 
assignment of the whole of the debtor’s property as was con- 
templated by the Court of Appeal in Re Spackman, and there 
was certainly no transfer of the legal and equitable interest as 
required by Lorzs, L.J. The Master of the Rolls was content 
to abide by his previous decision, and, however formal the deed 
might be, yet since, in respect of a substantial part of the 
debtor’s property, it amounted merely to a declaration of trust, 
he refused to regard it as a conveyance or assignment. 
Iinviey, L.J., took a different view, regarding the deed as in 
substance a conveyance, and the most convenient form which 
could be adopted under the circumstances of making the whole 
of the debtor’s property available for creditors. And Loprzs, 
L.J., agreed, at the same time intimating that in Re Spackman 
he had expressed himself in too general terms. It appears, 
therefore, that a declaration of trust may be regarded as an 
assignment, and the clear rule laid down in Ze Spackman is 
obliterated. 
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A vservut decision has been given by the Court of Appeal 
in Re Smith, Hands vy. Andrews (41 W. R. 289) as to 
the liability to imprisonment of a trustee who finds him- 
self unable to comply with an order directing him to re- 
place money misappropriated by a co-trustee. The matter 
rests, of course, on the provision of the Debtors Act, 1869 
(section 4 (3) ), excepting from the general abolition of im- 
prisonment for debt the case of “default by a trustee or person 
acting in a fiduciary capacity, and ordered to pay by a court of 
equity any sum in his possession or under his control’; and 
upon the Debtors Act, 1878, which expressly gives the court a 
discretion as to whether imprisonment shall be ordered in the 
particular case before it. Taking the words of the principal 
statute in their natural sense, it looks as though, for the exception 
to apply, the defaulting trustee must have the money in his 
possession or under his control at the time when the order is 
made, and in Middleton v. Chichester (L. R. 6 Ch. 152) this seems 
to have been assumed. The result, however, would be to render 
the exception nugatory, for defaulting trustees have in fact al- 
ways parted with the money before proceedings are taken against 
them. Hence it was avoided in the above case by means of the 
doctrine that a trustee is treated in a court of equity as having 
the trust funds in his possession until he has properly discharged 
himself. But this is unsatisfactory. The statute is penal in its 
nature, and the persons struck at by it ought to be brought in by 
the words themselves, and not by fictions of equity. Perhaps 
the fiction is not required, and, without undue straining of 
language, the section may be read as referring to money which 
has, previously to the order for payment, been in the possession 
or under the control of the trustee. It cannot mean, said 
Corroy, L.J., in Crowther v. Elgood (34 Ch. D., at-p. 695), 
“any sum which, at the time of making the order, was 
in his possession or under his control, but any sum which 
had at one time been in his possession or under his control.” 
But while the statute, whether in terms or by a legal 
fiction, embraces all trustees who have had trust money in their 
hands, and against whom an order for payment has been made, 
it is obviously improper to apply it against trustees who, though 
liable for a breach of trust, are not morally to blame, and this 
distinction is established by the present decision. Of two trus- 
tees one, Anprews, had left the money ir the hands of the 
other, and by the latter it was misappropriated. An order for 
payment was made against both, but neither was able to comply 
with it. Kerxewicn, J., directed a writ of attachment to issue 
against each, an order which the Court of Appeal affirmed as to 
the guilty trustee but reversed as to ANprEWws. It was observed 
in Middleton v. Chichester (supra) that all the exceptions in the 
Debtors Act, 1869, assumed some delinquency in the person left 
liable to be imprisoned, and the present decision shews that the 
Act does not apply, or rather, perhaps, that the discretion of the 
court under the Act of 1878 ought not to be exercised in the 
direction of imprisonment, unless there is delinquency deserving 
such punishment. The mere leaving of trust money in the 
hands of a single trustee is certainly not delinquency of this 
kind. The court also held that an order for attachment may be 
made without the leave of the court in bankruptcy, notwith- 
standing section 9 (1) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and the 
decision in Cobham vy. Dalton (Li. R. 10 Ch. 655) on the corre- 
sponding section of the Act of 1869. 





On Turespay the Court of Appeal affirmed (though on a 
different ground) the decision of Mr. Justice Norru in Le 
Frape (ante, p. 196, 41 W. R. 232), and in so doing they 
decided two points of some importance upon the construction 
of section 8 of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, which 
makes it competent for a solicitor, with respect to any busi- 
ness not being contentious business, “to make an agreement 
with his client, and for a client to make an agreement with 
his solicitor,” for the remuneration of the solicitor “either by 
@ gross sum, or by commission, or percentage, or by salary, 
or otherwise.” By sub-section 2 “ the agreement shall be in 
writing, signed by the person to be bound thereby, or by his 
agent in that behalf.” And by sub-section 4 ‘‘ the agreement 
may be sued and recovered on, or impeached and set aside in 
the like manner and on the like grounds as an agreement not 











relating to the remuneration of a solicitor; and if, under any 
order for taxation of costs, such agreement, being relied on by 
the solicitor, shall be objected to by the client as unfair or un- 
reasonable, the taxing-master or officer of the court may inquire 
into the facts, and certify the same to the court; and if, upon 
such certificate, it shall appear to the court or judge that just 
cause has been shewn either for cancelling the agreement or 
for reducing the amount payable under the same, the court or 
judge shall have power to order such cancellation or reduction.’ 
The first point decided was that sub-section 2 of section 8 must be 
construed as meaning that it was sufficient if the agreement were 
signed by the person who was endeavouring to repudiate it. 
And the court also decided that, in order to impeach an agree- 
ment under sub-section 4, it is not necessary that an action 
should be brought to set it aside, or that (as was contended) an 
order for taxation should have been previously made, but that 
the agreement might be impeached by means of a special sum- 
mons for taxation. And they said that, in considering whether 
the agreement was fair and reasonable, the taxing master must 
necessarily tax the costs. This view of the procedure to impeach 
an agreement under section 4 was, Lord Justice Lrvpiey said, 
in accordance with the opinion implied by Lord Justice Corron 
in Re Palmer (38 W. R. 673, 34 Soxtcrrons’ Journar, 568, 45 
Ch. D. 291), where he said: ‘‘ Although sub-section 4 does, in 
my opinion, give the court power, where an agreement is so 
impeached, to refer it to the taxing master to consider whether 
the charge is fair and reasonable, no foundation for such an 
order has been made. ‘ The court ought not upon such 
an argument by counsel, unsupported by affidavit or facts which 
will lead to that conclusion, to refer such an agreement to the 
taxing master to exercise the powers given by sub-section 4.” 
In the recent case the court thought that the evidence was such 
as to raise a suspicion that the agreement might not have been 
fair and reasonable, and on this ground they thought that the 
bills ought to be taxed, and the taxing master should consider 
whether the agreement was fair and reasonable. 


PITFALLS IN INTERPLEADER. 


Tux case of Zurn v. Tarn, which we report this week, should be 
a warning to all practitioners who dabble in the mysteries of 
interpleader. It shews that the Judicature Rules on that 
subject are by no means so framed that “he who runs may 
read.” Here are the facts as stated by counsel in Court of 
Appeal No. 1 on the 23rd of March last. In 1875 a Mr. 
Tarn, on the eve of his marriage, executed a settlement which 
comprised (amongst other things) all the furniture, plate, 
pictures, and other articles of household use or ornament then 
belonging to him or his intended wife, and also (by way of 
covenant to assign) all articles of the same description which 
should belong to them, or either of them, during the intended 
coverture. The trusts of the settlement were for the intended 
wife during the joint lives of herself and her husband for her 
separate use, with remainder (so to call it) for the survivor of 
them absolutely. The settlement contained the usual clause that 
the trustees should not be bound to interfere with the custody 
of the furniture, &c., or.to see to the preservation or insurance 
of it unless at the written request of the husband and wife, or 
one of them. It also contained a clause, by no means usual, 
that the husband and wife might sell the furniture, &c., and 
dispose of the proceeds thereof in any manner they should think 
fit without being liable to replace what they took away. 
It appeared that within the last few months the husband had 
become pecuniarily embarrassed, and that one of his creditors 
had obtained judgment against him, and had placed a writ of 
fiert facias in the hands of the sheriff for execution. Armed with 
this writ, the sheriff had seized all the goods then in the house of 
the married pair, such goods being at the time of the admitted 
value of £3,000 at least. The trustees of the settlement 
thereupon served on the sheriff the usual notice to withdraw, 
and he, in his turn, took out a summons requiring the trustees 
and the execution creditor to interplead. The summons first 
came before the chief clerk of Mr. Justice Kexewicn, who 
decided against the trustees, on the ground that the description 
of the after-acquired property was too vague, and that the 
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covenant to assign contained in the settlement was incapable of 
specific performance. The claimants requested an adjournment 
to the judge, which was, of course, granted. On the hearing 
in chambers before Mr. Justice Kexewicn the claimants’ 
counsel had no sooner cited Zailby v. Official Receiver (13 App. 
Cas. 523), to shew that the chief clerk was wrong, than he was 
stopped by the judge. The counsel for the execution creditor 
then threw over this point, and argued that the settlement was 
bad (1) as being on the face of it made to ‘delay and 
defraud ” creditors within 13 Eliz. c. 5 (though no such creditor, 
so far as appeared, came on the scene until nearly eighteen 
years afterwards); (2) on the ground that the settlement was 
illusory and inconsistent with itself, as regards the furniture 
and other like chattels, by reason of the clause already men- 
tioned, which empowered the husband and wife jointly to take 
away all or any part of those goods without being liable to 
replace, or account for, them. The judge was impressed with 
the latter contention, and decided against the trustees on that 
footing, but, with a view of expediting an appeal, gave a 
certificate that he did not require the matter to be reargued 
before him in court. Un the appeal by the trustees, a pre- 
liminary objection was taken on behalf of the execution 
creditor that, having regard to the construction which had been 
put on R. 8. C., ord. 57, by Waterhouse § Co. v. Gilbert (15 
Q. B. D. 569) and Lyon v. Morris (35 W. R. 707, 19 Q. B. D. 
139), no appeal would lie. 

We now come to the awkward pitfall near which we desire to 
hoist a danger signal. It was urged for the appellants (1) that 
as no such “ consent” or ‘‘ request’ had been given or made as 
is mentioned in ord. 57, r. 8, and the question decided was a 
pure question of law—-viz., as to the true effect of the settlement 
—the case fell within rule 9, and not within rule 8 ; (2) that this 
being so, and leave to appeal having been given by the judge 
below, rule 11 was a complete answer to the objection. The 
court, which was composed of Lord Esurr, M.R., and Liyptey, 
L.J., appear to have agreed that rule 8 did not apply and that 
tule 9 did, but after Liyptey, L.J., had consulted two of his 
colleagues, who happened to be sitting elsewhere as a divisional 
court, both he and Lord Esuer held that rule 11 had not the 
effect sought to be attributed to it. They considered it as 
established by the cases last cited that order 57 had left 
the right of appeal in interpleader exactly where it stood 
under the Common Law Procedure Act, 1860, and that, under 
the old practice, an appeal would not have lain in the case 
before them. What, they said, Kexewicn, J., should have done 
if he wished to give an opportunity of appealing (as he obviously 
did by granting the certificate) was, strange as it seems, this: 
He ought to have either directed the trial of an issue, or have 
stated a special case for the opinion of the court. No facts 
being in dispute, an issue would, we may remark, have been 
wholly out of place; so the only alternative left was the 
special case. This involved three steps: (1) The judge must 
have made an order for the special case (which order would be 
itself appealable); (2) the parties must have settled a special 
case and exchanged copies ; (3) the judge must have then, and 
not until then, decided the question raised by the special case, 
and have finaily disposed of the rights of the parties. Inasmuch 
as the question on the special case would have been precisely the 
samo as that already argued before the judge, and he was so 
satisfied with the argument that he did not desire to have it re- 
argued in court, it is difficult to see what would have been 
gained by this circuitous proceeding, or why an appeal should 
lie in the one case and not lie in the other. The coremony of the 
special case, where the question is one of law only arising out of 
undisputed facts, appears to be a very idle one, and smacks 
strongly of red tape. We cannot help thinking that, if this is 
the true construction of rule 11 of order 57, the sooner that rule 
is altered the better. 

The case was a peculiarly hard one, since the decision of 
Kexewicn, J., was, as it seems to us (if we may say so with 
deference), unquestionably wrong on the merits. The effect of 
the clause on which he relied was to give a power of revocation 
of the trust to the husband and wife joint/y, not, observe, to the 
husband alone. Now, by the form of these trusts, the husband 
and:wife were, between them, equitable owners of the furniture, 
and, there being no restraint on anticipation, they two could 


together have put an end to the settlement, by force of their 
combined interests, whether the clause were inserted or not. 
Unless, then, Kexewicu, J., was prepared to hold that trusts in 
this form are ipso facto void, he ought not to have held the 
settlement of the furniture bad because it contained a clause 
giving a power in express terms which was already implied in 
the trusts themselves. The learned judge’s reasoning leads to 
this conclusion, that no settlement is safe which is made on the 
wife only, whether of a life interest or an annuity, unless she is 
restrained from anticipation—a conclusion so startling that any 
conveyancer reading it in print in any trustworthy law report 
might be excused for feeling a strong impulse to hurry off to 
his doctor and have his own mental condition inquired into on 
the spot. 

The sequel to the case has yet to be told. The order of 
Kexewicn, J., not having been drawn up, the learned judge 
was, we are informed, applied to, on the next motion day, to 
state a special case, with a view of affording to the trustees that 
opportunity of appealing on the merits which, on the occasion 
when he gave his certificate, he obviously intended them to have. 
This he declined to do, and the execution creditor, therefore, 
finds himself in secure possession of property to which, if the 
interlocutory observations of the Master of the Rolls when the 
appeal was before him, and our criticism, be correct, he has no 
real title. 





THE LAND TRANSFER BILL (LIMITED AND 
REDUCED). 
Il. 


Insurance fund and compensation —The establishment of a fund 
out of which to compensate persons who suffer loss through 
mistakes in the register has been an essential part of all the 
recent schemes of registration, and it is a matter of surprise that 
it was not introduced by the Land Transfer Acts of 1862 and 
1875. Previously to the former of these Acts the propriety of 
such a fund had been recognized, and it seems to be the natural 
corollary to a system which guarantees registered titles as 
against all the world. In 1857 the commissioners who had 
been appointed to consider the subject of registration of title 
reported that ‘it would not be unreasonable that the registered 
owner, who had thus obtained a warranted title, should pay a 
small premium on that account; and the aggregate amount of 
premiums paid would constitute a fund to indemnify the State 
as the public insurer in case any latent claim should be subse- 
quently established.”” The Legislature, however, assumed that 
the examination of title would be so rigorous that no title could 
be improperly accepted in the first instance, and attention had 
not then been called apparently to the risk of error upon subse- 
quent transfers. Hence the Act of 1862, while providing for 
the registration of indefeasible titles ‘‘free from all rights, 
interests, claims, and demands whatsoever,” save only those 
specified on the register or reserved by the Act (section 20), 
made no provision for the case of owners who might thereby be 
damnified. 

Since registration was thus an absolute bar to outstanding 
claims, and since no provision was made for the compensation of 
owners whose rights had been confiscated, it was necessary to 
secure, as far as possible, that no imperfect title should receive 
the guarantee of the State, and this principle was recognized by 
the provision of section 5, that no title should be accepted for 
registration as indefeasible unless it should appear to be such as 
a court of equity would hold to be a valid marketable title. 
But the result was to introduce intolerable delays in the process 
of registration, and in some cases several years elapsed before 
titles were finally approved. Hence the Act of 1875 relaxed the 
strictness of the rule, and enabled the registrar to approve of a 
title which, although open to objection, was in his opinion a 
good holding title. The effect of this change is apparent in the 
rules of 1889, which authorize the registrar to modify the ordi- 
nary proceedings on registration in certain cases, including the 
case where the title has not been deduced for the full period. 
The relaxation, however, introduces an element of risk, and the 
wisdom of it is doubtful so long as no provision is made against 
error. 
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In connection with an insurance fund the points to be con- 
sidered are the mode in which the fund is to be raised, the 
occasions upon which compensation is to be payable, and the 
question which of the parties is to have the land and which the 
money. As to the first point, the proposals of the present Bill do 
not differ from those of previous years. Clause 2 provides that 
‘‘ for the purpose of providing compensation payable under this 
Act there shall be established, in accordance with the scheme in 
the schedule to this Act, an insurance fund, to be raised out of 
insurance fees payable on registered transactions relating to 
land.” Under the schedule such fee as may be prescribed, not 
exceeding one farthing in the pound on the capital value of the 
land, is to be paid on the first registration with an absolute or 
qualified title, and on a transfer of registered land for valuable 
consideration; and on the creation or transfer for valuable 
consideration of a charge on registered land, a similar fee 
calculated on the capital value of the charge. But no fee is 
to be payable on a transfer for valuable consideration made 
within three months of a first registration, and, for the purposes 
of the schedule, a marriage or other family arrangement is not 
to be deemed valuable consideration. The insurance fund, when 
raised, it may be noticed, is for the protection of the State 
rather than for the indemnification of owners of property. The 
latter are not limited in their claims to the amount of the fund, 
but have the purse of the nation to resort to. ‘‘If the insurance 
fund is at any time insufficient to pay compensation for any loss 
chargeable thereon, the deficiency shall be charged on and 
paid out of the Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom 
or the growing produce thereof; but any sum so paid out of 
the Consolidated Fund or the growing produce thereof shall be 
repaid out of the money subsequently standing to the credit of 
the insurance fund” (clause 2 (3)). The State, therefore, is to 
be the insurer, with the right to recoup itself as far as possible 
out of the fund raised by insurance fees. It may be possible 
to argue from the experience of other countries that the risk 
thus assumed is inconsiderable; but it must be remembered that 
there is a great difference between registration in a colony, 
where the land is originally put on the register with a clear 
title, and only subsequent errors have to be taken into account, 
and registration in this country. If compulsory registration is 
introduced there will be at once an enormous mass of work to 
be dealt with in the registry offices, and doubtless pressure will 
be put upon the officials to get it through as speedily as possible. 
At the same time the existence of the insurance fund will relieve 
them of much of their responsibility. The injudicious over- 
looking of an objection to title will no longer mean the possible 
confiscation of the rights of an owner or incumbrancer, but 
merely a claim against the fund. Under these circumstances the 
risk is by no means inconsiderable, and it should be realized 
that the public may have to pay dearly for the privilege of pro- 
viding the Land Registry Office with business. In other words, 
the blunders of the office may have to be paid for by the public 
at large. 

As to the occasions on which compensation is to be payable, 


the terms of the successive proposals have greatly varied. | 


Under the Bill of 1887 it was to be paid for any loss suffered 
by any person in respect of segs land arising from forgery 
or ivek, or from any error on the part of the officials, but it 
seems to have been thought doubtful whether this included 
with sufficient clearness loss caused by a first registration, as 
well as loss caused by subsequent entries in the register. 
Accordingly, the Bills of 1888 and 1889 were more explicit. 
The former provided separately for the case where a person 
was deeined of land by reason of any other person having 
been on the first registration registered as owner of the 
land with an absolute or qualified title, and for the case 
where a person was deprived of land by a subsequent 
entry on the register obtained by forgery or fraud, or 
by any error on the part of the officials; and a similar 
distinction was maintained in the Bill of 1889. In the present 


Bill the clause (clause 3 (1)) has been recast and shortened, 
and it now runs as follows :—‘‘ Where any error or omis-, 
sion is made in the register, or where any entry in the 
register is made or procured by fraud or mistake, and the error, 
omission, or entry is not capable of rectification under the Land 
Transfer Act, 1875, any person suffering loss thereby shall be 





entitled to compensation in accordance with this Act.” These 
words, it will be observed, are extremely general. They go 
beyond the former restriction to loss occasioned by forgery, 
fraud, or official error, and include loss caused by the error of 
any person, and the expression “any error or omission in the 
register’ seems to give no ground for distinguishing between an 
erroneous entry on a first registration and an erroneous entry 
subsequently. At the same time, having regard to the import- 
ance of the matter, it seems worthy of consideration whether, as 
in the former Bills, it would not be better to introduce words 
expressly covering both cases. 

Where a mistake has been made in the register the 
question arises whether the land ought to be restored to 
the person whose title is affected, that is, the true owner, 
and compensation paid to the registered owner, or vice versd, 
The Bill of 1887 gave no guidance in this respect, leaving 
the matter entirely to the discretion of the court. The 
court might, according as it thought equitable under the 
circumstances, either order payment of compensation to the 
person deprived of the land by the error in the register, or 
order that the land should be restored to him, and that the 
person losing it should receive compensation. The Bill of 1888 
gave the preference to the true owner, and the land was to be 
restored to him, provided, however, that the court might, if it 
thought just under the circumstances, order that the title to the 
land should remain as registered, and that compensation should 
be paid to the person deprived of it. This proposal, which 
seems to embody the correct principle, was repeated in the Bill 
of 1889. The present Bill, however, reverses the matter. In 
clause 3 (1), quoted above, the person suffering loss by the 
error, omission, or entry appears to be the true owner, and his 
claim in the first instance is merely a claim to compensation. 
But this is qualified by the proviso, sub-clause (2), that ‘the 
registrar may, subject to an appeal to the court, if it seems just 
under the special circumstances of the case, order that any land 
be restored to the person deprived thereof by any such error, 
omission, or entry, and that compensation be paid to the regis- 
tered proprietor of the land.” 

The Bill further proposes that no person shall be entitled to 
compensation where he has caused or substantially contributed 
to the loss by any act, neglect, or default of himself or his agent ; 
and, where compensation is paid for a loss, the registrar, on 
behalf of the Crown, is to be entitled to recover the amount 
from any person who, by any act, neglect, or default of himself 
or his agent, has caused or substantially contributed to it. The 
period of six years is mentioned as the limit for the recovery of 
compensation. 








LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


APpPEALs (ForMA PAvUPERIS).—This Bill, which has been introduced 
by the Lord Chancellor, proposes that ‘where in an appeal to the 
House of Lords a petition is presented for leave to sue in formd 
pauperis, and the House on report of its Appeal Committee determine 
that there is no primd facie case for the appeal, the House may refuse 
| the prayer of the petition. In moving the second reading of the 
Bill the Lord Chancellor explained that ordinarily leave to appeal to 
the House of Lords could only be obtained by depositing a security 
for the custs of the other side. There was, however, the right to 





a in forma pauperis; such an appellant had no liability as to 
— poem shee night be no substantial ground whatever for the 
appeal. No one’s rights would be, interfered with, and the noble 
| lords who composed the committee were willing to undertake the 
' duties. Replying to a motion by Lord Stantey of ALDERLEY for 
, the adjournment of the debate, on the ground that the Bill had only 
' just been circulated, and that nono of the law lords were present, the 
| Lord Chancellor said that no one had expressed himself more strongly 
_in favour of the Bill than Lord Hatssury, and every noble lord who 
, took part in the hearing of appeals had publicly expressed 1 as 
| to the necessity of such a measure. The motion for the adjournment 

was withdrawn, and the Bill was read a second time. On subsequent 


days it passed through committee, and was read a third time and 


assed. 
° EvIDENCE IN CriminaL Cases.—This Bill has been read a third 
time in the House of Lords, and, with certain verbal amendments, 
has been a 
| Marrrep Women’s Property.—The Married Women’s 
Act (1882) Amendment Bill, introduced by Mr. Cozens-Harpy, of 
which we gave an account last week, has been read a second time, 
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Paces ov Worsuir ENrrancuiseMeNt.—The Standing Com- | 
mittee on Law has completed its consideration of the Places of | 
Worship Enfranchisement Bill. Considerable discussion took place | 
on clause 15, giving the former owner of the site a right of pre- | 
emption in the event of any future sale by the trustees of the place 
of worship. As the clause stands, the former owner will have to 
give the full market value of the property. Mr. Le1GHTON moved 
an amendment to the effect that in case a place of worship that had 
been enfranchised were diverted to secular purposes the original pro- 
prietor of the site should have a right of pre-emption at the price at 
which he was bought out and not at the secular value of the property. 
This was supported by Mr. Broprick and Mr. Woorron Isaacson, | 
and Mr. Matruews offered a practical illustration of what would | 
happen if the amendment were rejected. Suppose the landlord had 
a piece of land of which the market value was £100 a year. He let it 
to the trustees of a religious body at a peppercorn rent for a term of 
80 years. The trustees purchased the land under this Bill, paying 
for it the capitalized value of the peppercorn rent for 80 years, | 
plus the value of the reversion. The latter item would not | 
be worth six months’ purchase. Suppose that a year or 
two later the trustees decided to sell the property. As it was 
worth £100 a year they could consequently get about £3,000 for it. | 
Thus the original landlord, having received about £10 for his | 
property when it was enfranchised, would have to give £3,000 if | 
he wished to purchase it. The amendment was opposed by the | 
promoters of the Bill, who maintained that landlords could not at the 
same time be charitable and strictly commercial. Ultimately the 
chairman terminated the discussion by putting the amendment, which 
was negutived by twenty-five votes to seventeen. Mr. AsquitH then 
suggested, as a compromise to be arranged at a future stage, that a 
landlord exercising his right of pre-emption should pay, not the full 
commercial value of the property, but the value to the congregation 
concerned, if they continued to use the site for religious purposes. 
An amendment was proposed by Mr. AsquiTH, and agreed to, that 
when trustees who had availed themselves of the measure wished to 
et rid of the property they should offer it first to the owner of the | 
and from which the site was originally severed, and then to the pro- | 
prietors of the adjoining land. On clause 17, which provides that | 
the county court shall have exclusive jurisdiction in all questions | 
between the trustees and the freeholder and intermediate reversioners, | 
it was agrecd, at the instance of Mr. J. B. Roperts, that proceedings | 
under the Act should be taken in the court within the district of | 
which the place of worship or any part thereof was situated. A new | 
clause moved by Viscount CraNnborNE, to the effect that before 
putting in force the compulsory powers of the Bill the trustees con- | 
cerned should apply for the consent of the Local Government Board, 
was rejected. Mr. Marrurws moved that the measure should not | 
apply to leases granted before its passing. This was negatived by | 
twenty-nine votes to six, and the Bill was ordered to be reported to | 
the House. 
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REVIEWS. | 


SETON ON DECREES, 
ForMs OF JUDGMENTS AND OrprERS IN THE Hicu Covrr oF | 
JUSTICE AND CouRT oF APPEAL. HAvING SPECIAL REFERENCE 
TO THE CHANCERY Division. Wir Practican Nores. By the 
late Hon. Sir H. W. Seron, some time one of the Judges of the 
Supreme Court of Calcutta. Firru Epirioy. By Cecin C. M. 
DALE, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, and W. CLowEs, Esq., a Registrar 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature. Vol. II. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 
_ The present volume of the new edition of Seton comprises the 
important heads of Married Women, Infants, Solicitors, Trustees, 
Charities, Administration, Settlement, Partition, and Mortgages. 
Each head is so carefully sub-divided into sections and sub-headings 
that, even with the help of the table of contents only, the reader | 
would have no great difficulty in finding his way to any part of the 
subject; but in the present edition the editors have afforded addi- 
tional assistance in the shape of an alphabetical table of the prin- | 
cipal subjects, with references to the pages, an addition which will, 
we think, be greatly appreciated. The extent of the additions and | 
changes which have had to be made since the last edition, published | 
in 1879, are well shewn by a reference to the head of ‘‘ Settlements,” | 
in which, besides the addition of the decisions on the old branches | 
of the subject which have occurred during fourteen years, a wholly | 
new head, devoted to the Settled Land Acts, has been added, con- | 
taining a full selection of forms of orders of great value, and notes 
collecting the decisions under convenient heads. In the various 
notes throughout the book which we have consulted we have found 
the cases carefully collected and clearly stated, and, so far as the 
present volume goes, we think that the high reputation of Seton for 
utility and accuracy is well maintained, 
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| causes and matters with witnesses pending before them, directed that 
| such of the said causes and matters as are set forth in the schedules 
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The Law Quarterly Review—April, 1893. Edited by Sir FrepERICK 7 
Pottock, Bart., M.A., LL.D. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


NEW ORDERS, &c. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
WITrNEss ACTIONS. 
Order of Court. 
Tuesday, the 28th day of March, 18953. 
Whereas the four judges of the Chancery Division to whom cham- 
bers are attuched have, with a view to the continuous disposal of the 4 


3 
£8 
4 





hereto, should be placed in a separate list, to be called the selected 
list, and have, with my sanction, arranged that one or other of such 
judges as they may from time to time agree between themselves 


| should, except when attending chambers, sit in succession during 


jaster Sittings for the purpose of disposing of such causes and 
matters in the order in which they stand in such list without refer- 
ence to the particular judge to whom they are assigued. Now I, the 
Right Honourable Farrer, Baron Herschell, Lord High Chancellor 
of Great Britain, do hereby order that such of the said causes and 
matters as are not already assigned to the judge so from time to time 
sitting, be transferred to such judge for trial or hearing only, and 

this order is to be drawn up by the Registrar and set up in the 
several offices of the Chancery Division of the High Court of 


Justice. 
SCHEDULE. 
Causes and Matters included in the Selected List. 
Part I. 
Causes and Matters now Assigned to Mr. Justice Currry. 
1892. 
Caldicott v Brass 1892 C 644 Aug 2 
In re Kerans (dec), Miesogaes v Kerans 1891 K 921 April 4 
Smith v Turnbull 1884 T 1,191 April 26 
Smith v Turnbull 1884 T 1,200 April 26 
In re Brownfield (dec), Brownfield v Brownfield 1891 B_ 1,608 
April 26 
Atkinson v Mayor &c. of Huddersfield 1892 A 373 April 29 
Evans v Bowes 1892 E 166 April 29 
Reed v Waters 1891 R 1,222 May 2 
Reed v Blackett 1891 R 1,453 May 4 
In re Schwerdt’s Patent, No 19,510 of 1891 Petition May 28 


Part II. 
Causes and Matters now Assigned to Mr. Justice Norru. 

1891. 

Eyre v Rodgers 1891 E 396 June l 

Smith v Davies 1890 S 4,637 June 22 

In re Webster, dec, Webster v Webster 1889 W 79 June 30 

Vipont v Butler 1891 V 350 July 24 

Roper vFoord 1891 R 688 Aug 1 

Boucher v Wilkinson 1890 W 803 Oct 16 

Pillers v Somerset Hotel Cold 1890 P 2,426 Dec 3i 
1892. 

In re Godfrey, dec Godfrey v Taylor 1891 G 1,599 Feb 11 
18953. 

Austin v Beddoe 1892 A 158 Jan 21 

Brealy v Shackel 1893 B 4,315 Jan 24 


Parr III 
Causes and Matters now Assigned to Mr. Justice STIRLING. 


1890. 

Miers v Kempthorne 1889 M 3,317 March 30 
1891. 

In re Davidson, dec Davidson v Murphy 1891 D 1,255 Nov 24 
1892. 


London & South-Western Bank v Michels 1891 L 1,217 Febs 
Matabelleland Co ld v British & South Africa Co 1891 M 1,820 
March 17 
1893. 
Bentley v Hammond 1892 B 2,229 Jan 11 
Provident Permanent Bldg Soc v Prior 1892 P 4,536 Feb 21 
Joan Royd Colliery Cold v Simpkin 1892 J 1,152 Feb 22 
Shaw v Bentley 1892 S 4,815 March 4 
In re H Bentley & Co & Yorkshire Breweries 1d & Co’s Acts Motion 
March 8 
Part IV. 
Causes and Matters now Assigned to Mr. Justice KEKEWICiH. 
1893. 
Hollins v Joyce 1892 H 707 Jan6 
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Blackman v Wood 1892 B 1,367 Jan7 For any map, plan, or model for the use of the court on a trial, 
Bisshopp v Venning 1892 B 5,309 Jan 14 if allowed by the chancellor, not exceeding Jes 7 a 
Meakin v Richardson 1892 M 3,056 Jan 24 Attend 
Edinburgh Life Assce Cov Boddam 1892 E 946 Jan 25 — 
In re Magniac dec Lewis v Magniac 1892 M 2,674 Jan 26 At the hearing of an application— 
Plews v Quinn 1892 P 1,673 Feb6 For leave to lodge answer out of =n * orto amend auswer 010 0 
Litchfield v Turner 1892 L 1,887 Feb6 2 soougin Rn Se oe ee 
In re Macdougall dec Macdougall v Macdougall 1892 M 3,495 For order that security of costs be given... 010 O 
Feb7 _ ’ For leave to take evidence of witness by deposition .. 010 0 
De Campbell v Hamlyn 1892 D 429 Feb 14 And of any other interlocutory application, for the attendance 
HERSCHELL, C. on which a fee is not fixed under this scale... 010 0 
Travelling expenses may be allowed on the attendance at any 
; , STINE a interlocutory application, if the solicitor does not reside within 
a ree yes LIKE — 1892. two miles of the place of hearing, not ew. wie 
Scatzs or F'rrs anp Costs. At the choice of assessors by ballot ... ose ae woe 
The scales of court fees, ullowances to witnesses, and costs to be paid to | On a deponent being sworn to an affidavit ... 068 
solicitors under the Clergy Discipline Rules, 1892, shall be revoked, and | Where it is necessary to advise or receive instructions from the 
the following scales shall be substituted for those scales, and shall be con- client in the progress of a case, and no fee for instructions is 
strued as one with the Clergy Discipline Rules, 1892. allowed by this scale, for each — the Soe sec ae. 
deem necessary : 06 8 
0 6 8 


[The order contains first a scale of court fees. ] 
ALLOWANCES TO WITNESSES. 

On the taxation of costs between party and party in any proceeding 
under the Clergy Discipline Act, 1892, or the rules made under tbat Act, 
any sums not exceeding the sums payable in the High Court may be 
allowed, if actually paid, for the expenses of witnesses attending the con- 
sistory court, whether examined or not, but where the witness is the 
prosecutor no sum shall be allowed. 

COSTS TO BE PAID TO SOLICITORS. 

The following scale of costs to be paid to solicitors shall be in force with 
respect to proceedings under the Clergy Discipline Act, 1892, and the 
rules made under that Act. 

Scare or Casts To RE PAID To Soxictrors. 
Lodging Complaint, Applications, §c. 
£ a. d. 
1 0 0 


Preparing and lodging complaint 
0 10 


Preparing and lodging answer to complaint ‘ 
Preparing and lodging defendant's consent to bis -hop pro- 
nouncing sentence | 
Obtaining and lodging prosecutor's 8 consent to bishop pro- 
nouncing sentence . ose : 
Preparing and lodging a requisition for assessors 
Preparing and lodging objection to name of assessor 0 
Preparing and lodging application for retrial 
Preparing and lodging application for taxation of costs . 0 
Preparing and lodging bill of costs, including copy for registrar, 
per folio : 
Preparing and lodging application for recovery of costs.. 0 
Entering appearance for defendant out of time rem 0 
Preparing and lodging applications :— 
0 


— 


01 
0 6 
6 
6 
6 | 


8 
6 
6 


o 
“as109 


For leave to lodge answer out of time, or to amend answer 7 6 
For postponement of trial.. oe ee ios ee, ae ae 
For withdrawal of prosecution or charge 0.7 6 
For leave to proceed with prosecution though defendant 

cannot be found .. ont eee bee ee) ee 
For order that security for costs be given : we 
For leave to take evidence of witness by deposition .. icy Se 


And any other interlocutory application, for preparing and 
lodging which a fee is not fixed under this ecale ... ove 
Preparing subpcenas, for each subpcrna ee: 
Service of subpoenas by post ... 
If the registrar allows service otherwise than by “post, “he may 
allow such sum as he thinks fit. 


6 
0 
0 


mm Sted 


Instructions, Drawing Brief, §e. 


On instructions for complaint... ees “i oes ove 

On instructions for answer... 

On instructions for brief on trial where counsel employed, such 
fee as the registrar may think fit, baving regard to all the cir- 
cumstances of the cases— 

Where no counsel is employed in lieu of last item :— 

Examining and taking minutes of evidence of each witness 
afterwards allowed on taxation sxe me 
If exceeding six folios, for each additional foliv awk 0 

Drawing brief on trial of case where counsel employed, inc luding 
necessary and proper observations, per folio a 

Drawing case to advise on evidence, euch sum as the registrar 
may allow not exceeding... 

Perusing and abstracting documents, if thought necessary by 
registrar ose vee : eee eee eee 

Or per folio ; 

Drawing affidavits ‘where authorized ‘by rules or thought neces- 
sary by registrar, per folio ... vee ove ee 

For filing any such affidavit, for each affidavit 0 

Preparing copies of documents to accompany brief, and where 
no provision is made herein that the fee for preparing or draw- 
ing a document is to include copies thereof, for each copy the 
registrar may consider necessary, per folio . 

Preparing any account, statement, or other document for the use 
of the court on a trial, if allowed by the chancellor, per folio 0 0 
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0 | On appeal from order as to rcind for costs 
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| was generally known and acted on. 


On counsel with brief or ‘other: papers wee 
To appoint conference or consultation and attending thereon ... 013 4 
On trial, where the solicitor resides within two miles of the town 


where the trial takes place, for each es 


With counsel ove | ae Ss 
Without counsel, conducting case vee 220 
but the registrar may allow, in special cases, fees ‘for attendanve 
at trial, for each day— 
With counsel, not exceeding... ba re es Uk, 
Without counsel conducting case, not exceeding oS 4 4 0 


On trial, where the solicitor does not reside within two miles of 
the town where the trial takes place, for each day the solicitor 
is necessarily absent (except —- 

With counsel «a ie eae op 3 
Without counsel conducting case exe eee oie « £ 4°89 

And expenses (including travelling expenses) for every day 

(including Sundays), not exceeding one gt See sie 


On ¢ ompletion of security for costs.. 0 


1 0 

13 4 

013 4 

| On taxation of costs 13 4 
13 4 


| On review of taxation of costs. 
On examination of witness where evidence taken ‘by deposition 


(but the “paints may allow a special fee in cases of special 


difficulty) = 
The registrar may also allow such travelling expenses as he 


thinks proper. 


Fees to Counsel. 

With brief, such sum as the registrar may, in case of dispute, 
allow. 

On conference or consultation, not to exceed me 2 

Refreshers, where trial lasts more than one day, or is adjourned 
for want of time, or upon payment of the costs of the day, 
may be allowed on taxation up to such amount as the registrar 
may allow. aha 


Advising on evidence ... 
Drawing ne if registrar certifids that the case was proper 


for counsel .. one bi on oe soe seat: apace 
Letters. 


“1 
o 


Tor ae necessary letter 0 3 6 
N.B.—(1.) The same scale of ete shall cnutyh in , the case of a complaint 
as to discbotions e to sentence as in the case of a complaint for an offence 
under the Act ; and in the case of a re-trial as in the case of a trial. 
(2.) If any matter is omitted in the seale, the registrar may allow a sum 
equal to that allowed for a corresponding matter in the High Court. 
Ewp. Cantvar. 
Herscuewt, C. 
Witietm, Enor. 
Coteriper, C.J. 
F. Lonprn. 





The Westminster Gazette says that on Wednesday Mr. Justice Chitty had 
an application before him in which the allegation was that a solicitor, 
through counsel, obtained an ex parte injunction without disclosing the fact 
that a petition in bankruptcy was pending against his client, thereby, of 


| course, depreciating the value of the undertaking in damages which the 


court always exacts on such occasions from the applicant. Mr. Justice 
Chitty said that he had read the affidavit of the solicitor, and, desiring to 
deal leniently with him after his explanation, he acquitted him ro an 
attempt to deceive the court, and only found him guilty of an error of 
judgment. It was of the highest importance to the administration of 
justice that all practitioners should understand that it was the duty of the 
judge, and not of the counsel or eolicitor, to determine what facts were 
material or not. They had no right to interpose their private opinion as 
to what was material. In the present case the counsel was not aware of 
the fact now revealed to the court, and was therefore free from blame, but 
if he had known and suppressed his knowledge he would have been 
equally at stake with the solicitor. He hoped and believed that this duty 

He ordered the solicitor personally 
to pay the costs of both the applications as between solicitor and client 


8 | and £7 7s. damages, 














CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
Re TARN—No. 1, 23rd March. 


Practrice—INTERPLEADER—Dectsion In A Summary Manner—QveEsTION 
ory Law—Ricut or Arrzrat—Common Law Procepvre Act, 1860 (23 & 
24 Vicr. c. 126), s. 17—Orxp. 57, rr. 9, 11. 

Certain furniture having been seized in execution, it was claimed by the 
trustees of the marriage settlement of the judgment debtor. An inter- 
pleader summons was thereupon taken out before Kekewich, J., in 
chambers, and the question being one of law, and the facts not being in 
dispute, he decided, under ord. 57, r. 9, in favour of the execution 
creditor, and certified that he did not require further argument. The 
claimants thereupon appealed to the Court of Appeal. The preliminary 
objection was taken that this was a decision of » judge in a summary way, 
and that under ord. 57, r. 11, no appeal lay. The appellants contended 
that rule 11 only applied to a decision under rule 8. Waterhouse v. Gilbert 
(15 Q. B. D. 569, 33 W. R. Dig. 158); Lyon v. Morris (35 W. R. 707, 19 
Q. B. D. 139); Dodds v. Shepherd (24 W. R. 322, 1 Ex. D. 75); Bryant v. 
Reading (34 W. R. 496, 17 Q. B. D. 128); Dawson v, For (33 W. R. 514, 
14 Q. B. D. 377) were referred to. 

Tue Court (Lord Esuer, M.R., and Linpiey, L.J.) allowed the objec- 
tion, and dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Esuer, M.R., said that the decisions shewed that before the 
Judicature Acts and rules, by reason of the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1860, and the statutes that preceded it, every decision of a judge in an 
interpleader matter given by him where he did not direct an issue, or order 
a special case to be stated, was a decision ina summary way and was final. 
When the judge directed an issue, which was at that time tried with a 
jury, if anything went wrong at the trial, there was power to move for a 
new trial or to enter the verdict. Then came the Judicature Acts and 
rules. The decisions of the Court of Appeal were to the effect that the 
rules did not intend to make, and had not made, any alteration as regards 
interpleader proceedings. Therefore, where there was no appeal before, 
the rules had not given an appeal now in any case. In this case the 
learned judge decided the question without directing an issue or ordering 
a special case to be stated. It was, therefore, a decision in a summary 
way, and no appeal lay. 

Lrnpiety, L.J., concurred. Rule 11 of order 57 began with the words, 
‘* Except where otherwise provided by statute.’” When one looked into 
the statutes, it was seen that there was not much of rule 11 left. Under 
the Common Law Procedure Act, 1860, there was no appeal from the 
judge at chembers under section 14, which corresponded with ord. 57, r. 
8; nor was there any appeal from his decision under section 15, which 
corresponded with rule 9. So that when one looked at the statutes as to 
interpleader proceedings, it was seen that no appeal lay. Rule 11 was 
very awkwardly drawn, and the difficulty could only be solved by looking 
out of the rule at the statutes which regulated interpleader proceedings. 
—Counsen, Crackanthorpe, Q.C., and F. Dodd ; Buckley, Q.C., and Sargant. 
Soxicrtors, Birchells ; Loughborough §& Gedge. 

[Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law. } 


LOCK v. PEARCE—No. 1, 21st March. 


LANDLoRD AND Trenanr—Leasr—Forreirrvre—Breacn or Covenant— 
Notice to remMepy Breacn—Criam ror Compensation 1s Monev— 
Reuter aGatnst Forreiruere—Onr1GInatiInc SummMoNs—CoNnvEYANCING AND 
Law or Property Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. c. 41), s. 14, sun-szcrions 1, 2. 


The plaintiff Lock was the lessee of certain houses let to weekly 
tenants, and the plaintiff Noton was his assignee by way of mortgage. 
The defendant was the assignee of the original lessor. The leases con- 
tained the usual covenants to repair. On June 2, 1891, the defendant 
served notices on the plaintiffs, under section 14, sub-section 1, of the Con- 
veyancing Act, 1881, specifying that they had not repaired the houses in 
accordance with the covenants in the leases, and requiring them within 
three months to remedy the breaches complained of by doing the repairs 
set forth in the schedule, and requiring them to pay to him £2 2s. for the 
expenses which had been incurred by him for surveyor’s fees and solicitor’s 
charges, and, further, giving notice that if they made default in remedy- 
ing the breaches or in making the compensation thereby required the 
defendant would enter and take possession. After the expiration of three 
months the defendant brought actions in the county court against the 
weekly tenants to recover possession of the houses, and on November 21 
the defendant recovered judgment. The plaintiffs were not parties to 
these actions. On November 25, before the defendant obtained possession 
of the houses, the plaintiffs took out an originating summons asking (1) for 
a declaration that no forfeiture had been incurred; (2) in the alternative 
for an order for relief against the defendant’s right of re-entry and 
forfeiture ; and (3) for an injunction to restrain the defendant from pro- 
ceeding on his judgment to take possession. North, J., held that the 
notice was good, and that the plaintiffs were not, under the circumstances, 
entitled to relief against the forfeiture (see 40 W. R. 508; 1892, 2 Ch. 
328). The plaintiffs appealed. 

Tue Covnr (Lord Esuer, M.R., and Lrxpiey and Kay, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appesl 
_ Led Esnrr, M R., said that the first question was whether the judge had 
jurisdiction to entertain this originating summons. The plaintiffs were 
«pplying upon an originating summons for relief against forfeiture under 
section 14, sub-section 2, of the Conveyancing Act, 1881. The action of 
ejectment was in the county court. Therefore the plaintiffs could not 
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apply for relief in that action, as the county court had no jurisdiction to 
give relief. The plaintiff did not bring an action in the High Court, but 
took out an originating sunmons. That was not an “‘action brought by 
himself’’ within the meaning of section 14, sub-section 2. Therefore 
the learned judge had no jurisdiction to entertain this application. Sup- 
posing, however, the learned judge had jurisdiction upon an originating 
summons, the judgment in the county court was conclusive, and it must 
be taken now that there was a forfeiture, and the sole question was one of 
relief against the forfeiture. But supposing there was jurisdiction to 
inquire whether the judgment in the county court was right, the question 
arose whether the notice of the 2nd of June was invalid under section 14, 
sub-section 1, by reason of not demanding compensation in money, the 
£2 25. demanded being said to be illegal. Here the breach was capable 
of remedy, and the defendant required the plaintiffs to remedy it. In 
such a case the compensation mentioned in the section could not be for 
the repairs. The true meaning of the section was that, besides requiring 
the lessee to remedy the breach, the lessor might require compensation 
where there was something to be compensated, and if so he must claim it 
in the notice ; but if he did not want it he need not claim it in the notice ; 
and in the latter case he could not obtain compensation either in the 
action of ejectment or in any other subsequent proceeding. If the de- 
cisions in North London Land Co. v. Jaques (32 W. R. 283) and Greenfield 
v. Hanson (30 Soxtcrrors’ Journat, 650) were to the contrary effect those 
cases must be overruled. Therefore, the judgment in the county court 
was right. With regard to giving relief upon the merits, his lordship 
said that he was unable to differ from the conclusion arrived at by the 
learned judge. 

Linpitey and Kay, L.JJ., concurred.—Cowunsen, Pitt-Lewis, Q.C., and 
Oswald ; Unjohn. Soxrcrrors, 7. Noton ; Pearce § Son. 


[Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law.! 


THE SHIP ‘‘ CRESCENT ’’—No. 2, 27th March. 


Practice—ArpEaL rrom Crty or Lonpon Court—No Nore or Procerp- 
rnas In Court nELOw—OrpeER or Drvistonat. Court ror Propuction AND 
EXAMINATION oF Wirnesses ExaMINED at THE Trrat—R. 8. C., orp. 59, 
n. 3. 


Appeal from the decision of a Divisional Court of the Admiralty Divi- 
sion. The action was brought in the City of London Court on the 
Admiralty side to recover damages for a collision. Mr. Commissioner 
Kerr, who tried the case, gave judgment for the plaintiff, with £70 
damages. The learned judge did not take any note of the evidence, and 
was not requested to do so, and no one else took a note. The defendants 


‘appealed to the Divisional Court, and as there were no materials for that 


court to deal with, the defendants applied for and obtained an order, 
under ord. 59, r. 8, of the Rules of the Supreme Court, that the witnessed 
on both sides who had been examined at the trial might be produced and 
examined on the hearing of the appeal as to what they had said in the 
court below. Ord. 59, r. 8, provides, ‘‘On any motion by way of appeal 
from an inferior court, the court to which any such appeal may be 
brought shall have power, if the notes of the judge of such inferior court 
are not produced, to hear and determine such appeals upon any other 
evidence or statement of what occurred before such judge which the court 
may deem sufficient.’’ The plaintiffs appealed. It was contended on 
their behalf that ord. 59, r. 8, did not apply, and that the pro- 
ceedings before the Divisional Court would practically be a new trial, 
inasmuch as the witnesses might give a totally different version of what 
they had said in the court below. 

Tue Covrr (Linptey, Kay, and A. L. Smrru, L.JJ.) dismissed the 
appeal. 

Lryptey, L.J., said that although the order was a very unusual one the 
court could not discharge it. The action was a collision action brought in 
the City, and, the matter not being very important as regarded money, no 
one seemed to have taken the trouble to take a note of what was said by 
any witness or of what took place in court. The learned commissioner, as 
was well known, was so overburdened with his work that he could not take 
notes. Judgment was given against the defendants, and they appealed, as 
they had a right to do, to the Divisional Court, but there were no materials 
for the hearing of the appeal, and the matter was brought to a deadlock. 
The Divisional Court, in the exercise of its discretion under ord. 59, r. 8, 
made the order appealed from. Could the court say that that order was 
wrong? Rule 8 did not intend that there should be a new trial, but 
merely that the evidence which was before the court below should as far 
as possible be reproduced. His lordship felt the force of the argument that 
new evidence might be given, so that the appeal might practically become 
a new trial, but he thought the Divisional Court must be trusted to deal 
with that difficulty as best it could, and it could not be said that the order 
was made without jurisdiction or that it was wrong. 

Kay and A. L. Sarn, L.JJ., concurred.—Covunset, Walton, Q.C., and 
Butler Aspinall; R. F. Laing. Sorrcrrors, Lowless § Co.; J. A. § H. E£. 
Farnfield. 

ad [Reported by W. A. G. Woops, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
PECK v. LONDON SCHOOL BOARD—Chitty, J., 22nd March. 


VenDork AND Purcuaser—Form or ConvevaNceE—GENERAL Worps— 
Ricut or Way—Occurizp or Ensovep—No Sprctat Provision 1x Con- 
tract—Ricut to Lrurr—Conveyancine Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. c. 41), 
s. 6 (1) (2) (4). 


The School Board gave the plaintiff notice to treat for ‘‘ the land and 
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premises in the schedule with the appurtenances.’’ The plaintiff had used 
away from the premises purchased over other land of his own toa main road, 
but such way was not a way of necessity, nor was it a marked way, or a 
metalled road, being merely across a piece of land. It would, how- 
ever, have passed under such general words as ‘‘ ways at the time of con- 
veyance occupied or enjoyed with’’ the lands sold. The vendors claimed 
to limit the general words, including the above, which would be imported 
by the Conveyancing Act, s. 6 (1) (2), unless limited under section 6 (4), 
contending that they had not sold any such right of way, nor, in fact, had 
the notice to treat included such easement, though it was within the 
powers of the board to purchase it. The School Board contended that 
unless expressly excluded by the contract they were entitled of right to 
the full general words. 

Curry, J., said that the argument of the School Board, properly under- 
stood, was that the section in question had altered contracts and the 
rights flowing from them. It was his clear opinion that it had done 
nothing of the kind. Its object was to shew what general words would be 
taken as included in a conveyance of land where the conveyance itself was 
silent on the point. The Legislature was dealing with the conveyance, 
not with the contract. It was clear that neither party was entitled to 
have general words included in the conveyance unless justified by the con- 
tract. As stated in sub-section (4) the section applied only in the 
absence of a contrary intention and subject to the terms of the convey- 
ance. Its main object was to shorten conveyances. Now the words 
included in sub-sections (1, 2) were, with some vuriations, in general use be- 
fore the Conveyancing Act, and the Legislature, thinking them appropriate 
to the majority of cases, enacted that the conveyance should be deemed to 
include them. It had done nothing more. The words imported as to 
ways would pass rights of way not existing as of right, but de facto 
enjoyed. It was quite unnecessary to cite authorities as to that 
point. The board had declined to go into evidence. They were right in 
saying that the court had to decide not what right of way ought to pase, 
but what were the appropriate words to be inserted. It was plain, how- 
ever, that the board aimed at obtaining a grant of a right of way over the 
ground. They had not, however, exercised their powers of buying ease- 
ments, and the vendors were entitled to be protected against the insertion 
of any words in the conveyance which would operate as an express grant 
or carry the right of way. The board were not bound to use the form 
given in the Lands Clauses Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 18), which merely 
contained the words ‘‘ together with all ways, rights, and appurtenances 
thereto belonging,’’ and nothing else. Such form was merely permissive, 
but it was an indication on the part of the Legislature of what rights 
ought to pass where there were no special words in the contract or notice 
to treat. Before the Conveyancing Act a right of way like the present 
would not have passed under the words ‘‘ with the appurtenances ”’ 
(Bolton vy. Bolton, 11 Ch. D. 968, 27 W. R. Dig. 230), or ** with all ways 
thereunto appertaining ”’ (p. 970). The Conveyancing Act had made no 
difference, and that case was therefore an authority in point. The result 
was that care must be taken that the general words inserted left the 
School Board their rights under the contract, and at the same time pro- 
tected the vendors against granting more than was — upon or ) 
for. His lordship thought it was necessary to exclude section 6 of the 
Conveyancing Act altogether, and then the right form would practically 
follow that of the Lands Clauses Act. The board would amplify it within 
proper limits, but substantially the words ‘‘ with the appurtenances’’ (ex- 
cluding the Conveyancing Act) would carry all they were entitled to. They 
must not have ‘‘ reputed’’ or ‘‘enjoyed.”” In Bayley v. Great Western Rail- 
way (26 Ch. D. 434, at p. 457, 32 W. R. Dig. 227) Fry, L.J., said that when 
(in a case like the present) there was a visible road, probably the mere 
grant itself, without general words, would carry the right of way. If 
that was correct, as to which his lordship expressed no opinion, nor did 
Fry, L.J., state it as law, the effect of the words would still give the 
School Board the benefit of the dictum if it could prevail. His lordship 
proposed not to encourage the board to raise the question, but it was no 
part of his duty to discourage them.—Counsgt, Farwell, Q.C., and 
R. B. Rogers ; Byrne, Q.C., and Whiteway. Sorrcrrors, Crowder § Vizard ; 
C. E. Mortimer. 

[Reported by G. Rowtanp Atstow, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re THE ENGLISH BANK OF THE RIVER PLATE (LIM.), Ex parte 
BANCO DE BRAZIL—Chitty, J., 24th March. 


Brits or Excuance—Forrien Brt—Protest ron Non-payment—Pro- 
TEST FOR BETTER SECURITY—ACCEPTANCE SUPRA PROTEST FOR Honour or 
Drawer—CommissioN—Mkasvure or Damaces—Biiis or Excuancer Act, 
1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 61), ss. 51 (2) (5), 57 (1), 65-68, 97 (2). 

This was a summons for the allowance of notarial charges and commis- 
sion which had been disallowed by the liquidator of the English Bank of 
the River Plate. The English Bank were acceptors of bills of exchange 
for a large amount drawn by the applicants in Brazil, but stopped payment 
before the bills matured. The holders caused the bills to be protested for 
better security against the drawers. The bankers of the drawers in London 
then intervened and —e the bills supra protest for the honour of the 
drawers; and, on the bills having matured and being protested for non- 
payment by the acceptors, the bankers, as acceptors for honour, paid to 
the holders the amount of the bills and also the expenses of both the: pro- 
tests, which had been paid by the holders. The bankers charged and 
were paid by the applicants commission at the rate of } per cent. for the 
acceptance of the bills for honour and for providing the money required to 
meet that acceptance. The applicants had only been admitted to prove 
for the amount of the bills. 

Curry, J., said that the expenses of the protest for non-payment fell 
within the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, ss. 51 (2) and 57 (1), such protest 





being necessary, and that the applicants were clearly entitled to prove for 
deals emeusd. As the of protest for better 
after referring to the general rules dealing with the Act laid down 
Bank of England v. Vagliano Brothers (39 W. R. 657 ; 1891, A. O. 107, p. 144), 
and distinguishing Gillespie (34 W. R. 258, 16 Q. B. D. 702, and on 
appeal 35 W. R. 128, 18 Q. B. D. 286), his lordship said that a distinction 
was drawn in the Act between protests which were necessary and those 
issive, cf. sub-sections 2 and 5 of section 51, and 

see section 57 (1) (c), making the expenses of protest recoverable against 
the acceptor only wken it was necessary. Those sections were definite and 

recise, and the expenses of an unnecessary protest were not recoverable. 

he case of expenses of protest could not be dealt with on o— 
adopted by the Court of Appeal in Re Gillespie in reference to the q 
of damages for re-exchange which they had to decide, or treated as a casts 
omissus letting in the common law, including the law merchant under sec- 
tion 97. The case was mage dheny th by section 57 (1), and the 
expenses recoverable were limited to those of a necessary protest. The 
claim must, therefore, be rejected. The commission was the sum —— 
the drawers for borrowing money to meet the bills for their honour, 
the previous observations lied to the claim for commission, 
The 57th section, however, incl in the damages recoverable from the 
acceptor interest on the bill, see sub-section (1) (c) ; and the applicants would 
be entitled to be paid such interest from the maturity of the bills out of 
the surplus of the acceptor’s estate in accordance with the decisions on the 
26th rule of the General Order of November, 1862, see Buckley on the 
Companies Acts, 6th ed., pp. 368, . The authority relied on of 
Preton v. Royal Bank of Liverpool (18 W. R. 463, L. R. 5 Ex. 92) was not 
in point. The claim for commission could not therefore be sustained.— 
CounseL, Whitehorne, Q.C., and Beven; Latham, Q.C., and R. M. Bray. 
Sourcrrors, Merriman, Pike, § Merriman ; Freshfields § Williams, 

[Reported by J, F. Wauny, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re FRAPE, Ev parte PERRETT—C. A. No. 2, 28th March. 


Soricrron—Costs—AGREEMENT AS TO—SIGNATURE OF One Party—TAaxatTion 
—Souicrrors’ Remuneration Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vier. c. 44), 8. 8. 


This was an appeal from a decision of North, J. (reported ante, p. 196 ; 
41 W. R. 282), ordering taxation of a solicitor’s costs after an agreement 
for remuneration entered into between the solicitor and his client. The 
solicitor, Mr. H. D. Frape, to whom his client (a Mr. F. Perrett) was much 
indebted on other transactions, completed for him the sale of a small free- 
hold property. Before receiving the purchase-money the client e 

a wish that all accounts between them should be settled. A to 
the solicitor’s affidavit it was agreed on both sides that £80 should be paid 
to the solicitor for ‘‘ agreed costs.”” A form of account was drawn up | 
the solicitor’s clerk headed ‘‘Mr. Frederick Perrett, senior, in accoun 
with Mr. H. D. Frape’”’; this account shewed a balance of £123 4s. 6d. 
due to the client. From that sum the item ‘‘ By agreed costs £80”’’ was 
next deducted, leaving a final balance of £43 4s. 6d, in favour of the client. 
Below Mr. Perrott had written, “‘ Received this 23rd day of Fe . 
1892, of Mr. H. D. Frape the sum of £43 4s. 6d. in settlement of the, 
above account, to which I hereby agree.—F. Penrerr.’’ Subsequently the 
client issued a summons in the Queen’s Bench Division for of 
bills, to which the solicitor agreed and delivered ten bills of costs. On the 
13th of July, 1892, a summons to tax on the part of the client was issued 
in the Chancery Division and assigned to Nortli, J. His lordship’s chief 
clerk, on the authority of Re Lewis, Ex parte Munro (24 W. R. 1017,1 
Q. B. D. 724), a case under the Solicitors Act, 1870, directed the 
account to be taxed on the ground that it wae Severe 08. ee Cee oe 
signed by the solicitor. On the matter being adjourned into court, North, 
J., affirmed the chief clerk’s decision that the must be taxed, 

he was - ye a ee Ban apd ry eertr Am 1881, s. 8, 
sub-section 2, ture by was : it was neces- 
sary, however, that all the terms of the agreement should be found in the 
document itself, and it was impossible, in the instance before him, to tell 
Som Se Se what the ‘‘ £80 agreed costs”’ referred to, The solici- 
tor appe k 

Tuer Court (Linpizy, Kay, and A. L. Surrn, L.JJ.) added to the order 
of North, J. 

Linpiey, L J., said the first question was whether the agreement in 
question between the solicitor and his client was such an as 
came within section 8 of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, 
section said (1) that ‘* with to any business to which the 
provisions of the Act related it should be competent for a to 
make an t with his client, or vice versd, before or after or in the, 
course of the transaction of any such business, for the remuneration of the 
thought it, etthe b end Rech meee eee 
thought fit, er by a gross sum, or 
salary or ; and it should be competent for the solicitor to recetve 
and the client to give remuneration .”’ That enactment 
altered the law enabled an agreement to 
and his client for payment of remuneration which should be prom, 
Then the section ome oe SL creas eee be 


writing, signed person 

ohalte viet aid that mean? Did it mean that there 
signature of both parties? It seemed to his lordship that it must be signed 
by the who sought to repudiate it; here it had oe by the 
client, who sought to repudiate it, and that was, bis 
sufficient. As to the e “ costs,’”’ though North, J., 
seemed to have been in some doubt ghoyt , his Jordehip could not 
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thinking they meant all costs incurred down to that time. There was, then, 
an agreement binding the client, but the solicitor contended there ought 
to be notaxation. Sub-section (4) of section 8 said : ‘‘ The agreement may be 
sued and recovered on or impeached and set aside in the like manner and 
on the like grounds as an agreement not relating to the remuneration of 
a solicitor ; and if, under any order for taxation of costs, such agreement 
being relied on by the solicitor shall be objected to by the client as unfair 
or unreasonable, the taxing master . . . . may inquire into the facts 
and certify the same to the court; and if upon such certificate it shall 
appear to the court or judge that just cause has been shewn either for 
cancelling the agreement or for reducing the amount payable under the 
same, the court or judge shall have power to order such cancellation or 
reduction, and to give all such directions necessary and proper for the 
purpose of carrying such order into effect or otherwise consequential 
thereon, as to the court or judge may seem fit.’’ The solicitor contended 
that you could not set this agreement aside as unfair and unreasonable 
unless there was some proceeding or order under which to impeach 
it, but his lordship did not think there was anything in that contention. 
In Re Palmer (38 W. R. 673, 45 Ch. D. 291) Cotton, L.J., considered that 
the 4th sub-section gave the court power, where there was any evidence 
shewing that the charges were unfair and unreasonable, to refer it to the 
taxing master to consider whether they were soor not. In the present 
case, though the court ought not to say on the materials before it that the 
agreement was unfair and unreasonable, it could direct the taxing master 
on going into the bills to report as tothat. The right order to make would 
be to make an addition to the order of North, J., directing the taxing 
master to certify whether the agreement was fair and reasonable, the costs 
of the » sppeal and the taxation and the adjournment to North, J., to be 
reserv 


Kay, L.J., concurred. This was a proper case for taxation after pay- 
ment. The facts raised a suspicion, at any rate, that the agreement was 
not fair and reasonable. 

A. L. Surrn, L.J., concurred.—Counset, C. J. Peile; T. 1. Wilkinson. 
Sortcrrons, Venn § Woodcock, for H. D. Frape, Brighton; Atkinson ¢ 
Dresser, for Trevor § Pollard, Brighton. 


{Reported by Artnur Lawrence, Barrister-at-Law. | 


SOLICITOR ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS, 
March 27—Grorce Bricut (Burton-on-Trent). 





THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. 


Tue following is a copy of this Bill : — 
A Bill intituled an Act to simplify titles and facilitate the transfer of 
land in England. 


Be it enacted, &c. ; 

Compulsory Registration. 

1. Power to require registration of title on sale. 1.) Her Majest 
the Queen may, by Order in Council, declare, as eels any district 
defined in the Order, that, on and after a day specified in the Order, regis- 
tration of title to land is to be compulsory on sale, and tkereupon a person 
shall not, under any conveyance on sale executed on or after the day so 
coop on pene Ae Meee Deel od freehold land in the district so 

n e is registe as proprietor of the land, but, on 
ridges | te ome ~ title = relate back to the date of the execu- 
veyance, and any dealings with th b i - 
peseadr Aang “a diet. Oy g e land before the registra 
_ (2.) Im this section the expression ‘conveyance on sale’? means an 
instrument executed on sale by virtue whereof there is conferred or com- 
pleted a title under which an application for registration as first proprietor 
of land may be made under the Land Transfer Act, 1875. 

(3.) The title with which a proprictor of freehold land is registered in 

ursuance of this section shall be not less than a possessory title; but 
nothing in this section shall prevent any person from being forthwith 
régistered with any other title if the registrar is satisfied of his title. 


Insurance Fund and Compensation. 

2. Insurance fund for providing compensation.] (1.) For the purpose 
of providing compensation payable under this Act, there shall be estab- 
= 2 a with bo scheme in the schedule to this Act, an 

raised out of insurance fe abl i 
tanecton relating Keary es payable on registered 
. é insurance fund shall be invested in such names and mann 
ms war from time to time direct. we 

\. insurance fund is at any time insuficient to pay compensation for 
any loss chargeable thereon, the deficiency shalt be charged on and paid out of z 
Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom, or the growing produce thereof ; but 
any sum oF neg out of the Consolidated Fund, or the growing produce 
Seles be ee Bay of the money subsequently standing to the 


(4.) Accounts of the fund shall be kept, and be audited as public ac- 
counts, in accordance with such regulations as the Treasury foe time to 
re 

. Aight to compensation in certain cases.) (1.) Where any error or 
-_ is made in the register, or where any entry in the mane is 
-, vhyd anger by fraud or mistake, and the error, omission, or entry 

tn rectification under the Land Transfer Act, 1875, any 
person ony Py 8 thereby shall be entitled to compenration in accord- 








(2.) Provided that the registrar may, subject to an appeal to the court, 
if it seems just under the special circumstances of the case, order that any 
land be restored to the person deprived thereof by any such error, omis- 
sion, orentry, and that compensation be paid to the registered proprietor of 
the land. 

(3.) A person shall not be entitled under this section to compensation 
for any loss where he has caused or substantially contributed to the loss by 
any act, neglect, or default of himself or his agent. 

(4.) The compensation paid in respect of land or a charge on land shall 
not exceed the capital value of the land or charge as last ascertained for 
the purpose of the insurance fee. 

(5.) The registrar may, subject to an appeal to the court, determine 
whether a right to compensation has arisen under this section, and, if so, 
award compensation. 

(6.) Where compensation is paid for a loss, the registrar, on behalf of 
the Crown, shall be entitled to recover the amount paid from any person 
who has caused or substantially contributed to the loss by any act, neglect, 
or default of himself or his agent. 

(7.) A claim for compensation shall not be entertained after the ex- 
piration of six years from the time when the right to compensation 
accrued. 

Settled Land. 


4, Settled land.| (1.) A person being tenant for life of, or having the 
powers of tenant for life over, settled land may be registered as proprietor 
of the land, subject to the following restrictions :— 

(a.) That all money paid on any transfer or charge be, until further 
order, paid either to the trustees of the settlement (naming them), 
or as they may direct, or into court : 

().) That the principal mansion house (if any) within the meaning of 
section ten of the Settled Land Act, 1890, and the pleasure 
grounds and park and lands (if any) usually occupied therewith 
(which house and lands shall be distinguished by reference to a 
map), shall not, until further order, be transferred by the regis- 
tered proprietor without the consent of the trustees of the settle- 
ment (naming them) or an order of the court. 

(2.) A person so registered shall be described in the register as a limited 

proprietor. 

(3.) Where the trustees of a settlement have a power of sale over 
settled land, they may, with the consent of the tenant for life, be regis- 
tered as proprietors of the land. 

(4.) Subject to the maintenance of the right of the registered pro- 
prietor to deal by registered disposition with any land whereof he is regis- 
tered as proprietor, the estates, rights, and interests of the persons for 
the time being entitled under any settlement comprising the land shall be 
unaffected by the registration of that proprietor. 

(5.) A person in a fiduciary position may apply for, or concur in, or 
assent to any registration authorized by this section, and, if he is a regis- 
tered proprietor, may execute an instrument of transfer or charge in the 

rescribed form in favour of any person whose registration is so authorized. 

(6.) Nothing in this section shall authorize the entry on the register of 
any reference to or notice of a settlement. 

(7.) In this section the expressions ‘‘ tenant for life,”’ ‘‘ settled land,” 
‘*settlement,’’ and “‘ trustees of the settlement’’ have the same meaning 
as in the Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890. 


Transmission on Death. 


5. Transmission of registered land.| On the death of a sole registered pro- 
prietor or of the survivor of several registered proprietors of land, the 
personal representatives of the sole proprietor, or survivor, shall alone be 
recognized by the registrar as having any right in respect of the land, and 
shall have the same powers of dealing with the land, and any registered 
dispositions by them shall have the same effect as if they were the regis- 
tered proprietors of the land. 

Provided that where land of which a person is registered as limited pro- 
prietor passes to another person on the determination of the estate of that 
proprietor, the person to whom the land so passes may be entered in the 
register as proprietor of the land, and the registrar, on his application or 
on that of the trustees of the settlement, if any, shall register him as 
proprietor accordingly. 

6. Devolution of legal interest in real estate on death.| (1.) Where real estate 
is vested in any person without right of survivorship to any other person, 
it shall, on his death, notwithstanding any testamentary disposition, 
devolve to and become vested in his personal representatives or represen - 
tative from time to time as if it were a chattel real vesting in them or him. 

(2.) This section shall apply to any real estate over which a person 
executes by will a general power of appointment, as if it were real estate 
vested in him. 

(3.) Probate and letters of administration may be granted in respect of 
real estate only, although there is no personal estate. 

(4.) Section thirty of the Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881, 
and section forty-five of the Copyhold Act, 1887, are hereby repealed 
without prejudice to anything done or any right acquired thereunder. 


(5.) This section applies only in cases of death after the commencement: 


of this Act. 

7. Provisions as to administration.] (1.) Subject to the powers, rights, 
duties, and liabilities hereinafter mentioned, the personal representatives 
of a deceased m shall hold the real estate as trustees for the persons 


by law beneficially entitled thereto, and those persons shall have the 
same power of requiring a transfer of real estate as they have of requiring 
a transfer of personal estate. 

(2.) All enactments and rules of law relating to the effect of probate or 
letters of administration as respects chattels teal, and as respects the 
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dealing with chattels real before probate or administration, and as 
respects the payment cf costs of administration and other matters in rela- 
tion to the administration of personal estate, and the powera, rights, 
duties, and liabilities of personal representatives in respect of personal 
estate, shall apply to real estate co far as the same are applicable, as if 
that real estate were a chattel real vesting in them or him, save that it 
shall not be lawful for some or one only of several joint personal represen- 
tatives, without the authority of the court, to sell or transfer real estate. 

(3.) In the administration of the assets of a person dying after the 
commencement of this Act, his real estate shall be administered in the 
same manner, subject to the same liabilities for debt, costs, and expenses, 
and with the same incidents as if it were personal estate; provided that 
nothing herein contained shall alter or affect the order in which real and 
personal assets respectively are now applicable in or towards the payment 
of funeral and testamentary expenses, debts, or legacies. 

8. (1.) Provision for registration of heir or devisee.| At any time after 
the death of the owner of ary land, his personal representatives may 
assent, in the prescribed form, to any devise contained in his will, or may 
transfer the land to any person entitled thereto as heir, devisee, or other- 
wise, and may make the assent or transfer, either subject to a charge for 
the payment of any money which the personal representatives are liable 
to pay, or without any such charge; and on such assent or transfer, sub- 
ject to a charge for all moneys (if any) which the personal representatives 
are.liable to pay, all liabilities of the personal representatives in respect 
of the land shall cease, except as to any acts done or contracts entered into 
by them before such assent or transfer. 

(2.) At any time after the expiration of one year from the death of the 
owner of any land, if his personal representatives have failed on the request 
of the person entitled to the land to transfer the land to that person, the 
court may, if it thinks fit, on the application of that person, and after 
notice to the personal represeutatives, order that the transfer be made, or, 
in the case of registered land, that the person so entitled be registered as 
proprietor of the land, either sclely or jointly with the personal represen- 
tatives. 

(3.) No fee shall be payable on any transfer under this section by per- 
sonal representatives to a person beneficially entitled to land. 

(4) The production of an assent by personal representatives in the 
prescribed form shall authorize the registrar to register the person named 
in the assent as proprictor of the land. 

9. Provision as to copyholds.| (1.) Where any real estate passing to the 
personal representatives of a deceased person is of copyhold tenure re- 
quiring admittance— 

(a.) The personal representatives shall not, as such, be compellable to be 
admitted thereto except in the cases and at the time in which the 
heir of that person would but for this Act have been so com- 
pellable : 

(6.) On the admittance of the personal reprezentatives as such a greater 
fine shall not be payable than would, but for this Act, have been 
payable on the admittance of the heir: 

(c.) The personal representatives may at any time before they have been 
admitted, by writing under their hands, require the lord of the 
manor to admit the persons beneficially entitled to the whol- or 
any part of that real estate, and thereupon the lord shall admit 
those persons on payment of the fine payable on their admittance 
only, and no five shall be payable in respect of the right to 
admittance having vested in the personal representatives : 

(d.) Where the personal representatives have been admitted as such and 
surreuder to the persons beneficially entitled under the will or on 
the intestacy of the deceased person, no fine shall be payable on 
the admittance of those persous on that surrender : 

(e.) The personal representatives of a deceased person shall have the 
same right of dealing with the land before admittance, as, but 
for this Act, the customary heir of the deceased person would 
have had. 

(2.) The foregoing provisions of this section shall apply only in cases of 
death after the commencement of this Act. 

(3.) Where any land of copyhold tenure has before the commencement 
of this Act devolved on the customary heir or the devisee of a deceased 
person in whom the same was vested on trust by way of mortgage, and 
that heir or devisee has not been admitted before the commencement of 
this Act, the right and duty to be admitted shall vest in the legal personal 
representatives of that deceased person. 

(4.) For the purposes of this Act customary freehold, in any case in 
which an admission or any act by the lord of the manor is necessary to 
perfect the title of a purchase from the customary tenant, shall be deemed 
to be land of copyhold and not of freehold tenure. 

10. Appropriation of land in satisfaction of legacy or share inestate.| (1.) The 
personal representatives of a deceased person may, with the consent of the 
person entitled to any legacy given by the deceased person or to a share in 
his residuary estate, or, if the person entitled is a lunatic or an infant, 
with the consent of his committee, trustee, or guardian, appropriate any part 
of the residuary estate of the deceased in or towards satisfaction of that legacy 
or share, and may for that purpose value in accordance witb the prescribed 
provisions the whole or any part of the property of the deceased person 
in such manner as they think fit. Provided that before any such appro- 
priation is effectual, notice of such intended appropriation shall be given 
to all persons interested in the residuary estate, any of whom may there- 
upon within the prescribed time apply to the court, and such valuation 


and appropriation shall be conclusive save as otherwise directed by the | 


eourt. 
(2.) Where any property is so appropriated a conveyance thereof by the 
personal representatives to the person to whom it is appropriated shall not, 


to whom it is conveyed in or towards the satisfaction of a legacy or ashare 
in residuary estate, be liable to ad valorem stamp duty as on purchase. 
11. Liability for duty.] Nothing in this Act shall render real estate liable 
- probate duty or legacy duty, or exempt real estate from 
uty. 
Minor Amendments. 


12. Provisions as to sales.] (1.) A purchaser of land whereof a pros 
prietor is registered shall not require any evidence of title, except— 

(i.) the evidence to be obtained from an inspection of the register or of 

a certified copy of, or extract from, the register ; 

(ii.) a statutory declaration as to the existence, or otherwise, of matters 
which are declared by section eighteen of the Land Transfer Act, 
1875, not to be incumbrances ; 

(iii.) {£ the proprietor of the land is registered with an absolute title, 
and the sale is subject to the incumbrances entered on the regis- 
ter as subsisting at the first registration, evidence as to the state 

Rees. weep yoy ; ve a “a 

(iv.) if the proprietor of the lan regist with a possessory title, 
such evidence of the title subsisting at the first registration of 
the land as the purchaser would be entitled to if there were no 
registered proprietor of the land. 

(2.) Where the vendor of land whereof a proprietor is registered is not 
himself registered as proprietor of the land or of a charge giving a power 
of sale over the land, he shall, at the request of the purchaser and at his 
own expense, and notwithstanding any stipulation to the contrary, either 
register himself as proprietor of the land or of the charge, as the case may 
be, or procure a transfer from the registered proprietor to the purchaser. 

13, Conveyance not to be necessary on first registration in pursuance of contract 
of sale.| On the registration of any person as first proprietor of land in 
pursuance of a contract of sale, the execution of a deed shall not be 
necessary, and an entry of the person entitled as proprietor of the land 
shall have the same effect as a conveyance to him by deed for valuable 
consideration, and (subject to any agreement to the contrary) by a person 
who conveys and is expressed to convey as beneficial owner. 

14. Amendment of 38 § 39 Vict. c. 87, ss. 50, 51, as to notice of leases. | 
Sections fifty and fifty-one of the Land Transfer Act, 1875 (which relate 
to notice of leases), shall apply in the case of any such lease or 


as therein mentioned, whether the lease or agreement is made ‘ore or 
after the last transfer or any transfer of the land on the ister. 
15. Registration of small holdings (55 § 56 Viet. c. 31).] 1. Where a county 


council apply in pursuance of section ten of the Small Holdings Act, 1892, 
for registration as proprietors of land, they may be registered as pro- 
prietors of that land, with any such title as is authorized by the Land 
Transfer Act, 1875. 2 in’ 3 

(2.) Where a county council, after having been so registered, transfer 
any such land to a purchaser of a small holding, the purchaser shall be 
registered as proprietor of the land with an absolute title, —— only to 
such incumbrances as may be created under the Small Holdings Act, 
1892, and in any such case the remedy of any person claiming by title 
paramount to the county council in respect either of title or incumbrances 
shall be in damages only, and such damages shall be recoverable against 
the county council. 

16. Titles registered under 25 § 26 Vict. c. 53. 
conveyance, disposition, or transmission (not by way of mortgage) passing 
an estate in fee simple in land registered under the Land Registry Act, 
1862, the title shall, notwithstanding anything in section one hundred and 
twenty-six of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, be transferred without further 
fee to the register kept under the last-mentioned Act. 

17. Rules and orders.| (1.) Provision may be made by general rules 
under section one hundred and eleven of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, 
for carrying this Act into effect, and in particular for the following 

urposes :— 
(e) For carrying out the provisions of this Act with respect to compul- 


sory tion ; 
(+.) For adapting 


On the registration of any 


to the registration of proprietors of leasehold land the 
provisions of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, as to absolute and 
possessory titles, and as to land certificates ; 
(c.) For modifying the provisions of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, as to 
the a of proprietors of leasehold land ; a 

(d.) For applying to the grant of leases and dealings with leaschold 
land, the provisions of this Act with respect to compulsory regis- 
tration. 

(2.) Provision may be made by general orders under section one hundred 
and eighteen of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, for modifying the provisions 
of that Act with + to the formation and constitution of district 
registries, and for providing the mode in which district ee are to be 
remunerated ; but nothing in any such order shall affect the provisions as 
to qualification contained in eection one hundred and nineteen of the Land 


Transfer Act, 1875. pose m na 

18. Meaning of land. ereditaments, incorporeal, 
shall be deemed land within the meaning of te Land Transfer Act, 1875, 
and this Act, except that nothing in this Act shall render compulsory the 
registration of title to an inco hereditament. 
19. Short title and construction.] This Act may be cited as the Land 
Transfer Act, 1893, and shall be construed as one with the Land Transfer 
Act, 1875, and that Act and this Act may be cited together as the Land 
Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1893. 


SCHEDULE. 
Scuzeme ror Insurance Funp, 
1. For the of raising an insurance fund to provide the “ 
sations paya’ [e passanee of this Act, the following insurance fees 





by reason only that the property so conveyed is accepted by the person 
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paid, namely :— 
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On first registration with an abso- Such fee as may be prescribed, not 
lute or qualified title. exceeding one farthing in the 
pound on the capital value of the 

land. 
On the transfer of registered land Such fee as may be prescribed, not 
for valuable consideration. exceeding one farthing in the 
gy on the capital value of the 

and. 


On the creation for valuable con- 
sideration of a charge on regis- | Such fee as may be prescribed, not 
tered land. | exceeding ove farthing in the 
Un the transfer for valuable con- pound on the capital value of the 
roomed of a charge on regis- | charge. 


tered . 
Provided as follows :— 
(a.) Where a transfer for valuable consideration is made within three 
months after the registration of a proprietor with an absolute or 
ba title, no insurance fee shall be payable on the transfer : 
(+.) For the purposes of this schedule a marriage or other family 
arrangement shall not be deemed valuable consideration. 

2. Any ee ge of land may, on the prescribed conditions, increase 
the amount of his insurance to correspond with any increase in the value 
of his land that may take place from time to time. 

3. Capital value shall be taken, in the case of a purchase at the amount 
of the purchase-money, in the case of a charge for a capital sum at the 
amount of that sum, and in any other case at the value ascertained in the 
prescribed manner. 


J 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srupents’ Depatinc Socirery.—March 28.—At the weekly meeting, 
held at the Law Institution, Mr. C. Harcourt in the chair, Mr. Leonard H. 
West opened the debate and moved: ‘‘ That the present system of appoint- 
ing justices of the peace is unsound and productive of injustice.’ Mr. 
Nugent Chaplin opposed. The following gentlemen also spoke: Messrs. 
Nimmo, Armstrong, Woodhouse, Wilkinson, Hardy, Stroud, Arnold, 
Davies, Tebbutt, Seyd, and Kinipple. The opener replied. The motion 
was carried. 


LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Sir Howarp Exrutinstone, Bart., barrister-at-law, died a few days ago 
at the age of eighty-eight. He was educated at Trinity College, 
Cambridge, and was subsequently incorporated at Merton College, Oxford, 
where he graduated B.C.L. and D.C.L. in 1839, and was admitted an 
advocate at Doctors’ Commons the same year. In 1840 he was called to 
the bar. From 1835 to 1837 he represented Hastings in Parliament, and 
sat for Lewes from 1841 to 1847. 


APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr. J. ANpREw Oruzxt, solicitor, of Manchester, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Oaths in the Supreme Court. 
Mr. Wii11am Karz Baxter, solicitor, of Huddersfield and Netherton, 


Yorks, has been et a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Baxter was 
admitted in July, 1886. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vurions. 

Frank James, Antuun Perkins James, and Frank Trenarne James, 
solicitors (Frank James & Sons), Merthyr Tydfil and Cardiff. March 8. 
As far as regards the said Frank James, who retires from the business; 
the eame will in future be carried on by the said Arthur Perkins James 
and Frank Treharne James, under the old style or firm of Frank James & 
Sons. [ Gazette, March 24. 

Grrzert Marnwarinc Roztnson and Rivers Montacue Turnsvtt, soli- 
citors (Robinson & Turnbull), Mitre-court-chambers, London. March 25. 

Wit1am Frepericx Rocers and Atrrep Henry Patt, solicitors (Paul, 
Rogers, & Paul), Tetbury. March 25. | Gazette, March 28. 





GENERAL, 


On the 24th ult. a petition by the Incorporated Law Society in favour 
‘of the Evidence in Criminal Cases Bill was presented in the House of 


It ia stated that his Honour Judge Abdy, Judge of the Essex County 
‘Courts, Circuit No. 38, has placed his resignation in the hands of the Lord 
Chancellor. His honour, who has been in failing health for the past four 
months, was appointad in 1871. 


Lord Sudeley has given notice of his intention in the House of Lords to 
attention to the rt of the Departmental Committee appointed by 
Board of ture to inquire into the present condition of the 

Ordnance Survey ; and to ask the Government what steps they propose to 
take towards carrying out the recommendations of their committee. 





On Tuesday the Royal assent was given to the following Acts :— 
Consolidated Funds (No. 1), Trades Union Provident Funds, Coinage (No. 
2), Tramways Orders (1892) Confirmation Act, Manchester, Sheffield. and 
Lincolnshire Railway (Extension to London), Buenos Ayres and Pacific 
Railway, Manchester Ship Canal, Baker-street and Waterloo Railway, 
Cork and Fermoy and Waterford and Wexford Railway, Imperial 
Continental Gas Association, Dublin Distillers’ Company. 


In a case of Quick and Others v. Wrightson and Others, tried before Lord 
Coleridge without a jury on the 24th ult., an ejectment for a forfeiture for 
non-repair, it appeared that there was a notice only fifteen days before the 
action as there were negotiations down to the day before the action. 
Counsel for the defendants contended that the action was brought too 
soon, and there had been really only a day’s notice, and there was no 
reasonable time for doing the repairs. While negotiations were proceed- 
ing nothing could be done. Lord Coleridge, says the Times, was of that 
opinion, and said he certainly should not allow a forfeiture to be enforced 
without any reasonable notice. A fortnight, even apart from the negotia- 
tions, was not a reasonable time in which to do repairs. Judgment of 
nonsuit was cntered. 








Tue annual meeting of the Legal and General Life Assurance Society 
was held on Tuesday at the offices, Fleet-street, Mr. W. Williams 
presiding. In moving the adoption of the report, the chairman remarked 
that the amount of new premiums received during the year was considerably 
larger than ever before. They came to £36,053, of which £5,466 was paid 
away for re-assurance, leaving £30,587 as the new premiums on £805,398, 
the net risks retained by the society. Since the appointment of Mr. 
Colquhoun as actuary and manager in 1886 there had been a rapid increase 
in the business of the office, as would be seen when he mentioned that the 
new premiums in 1885 were £8,021, against the figures he had already 
given them for the past year. He was glad to say that their assets had 
increased in the same proportion, being in 1885 £2,141,376, as against 
£2,669,000 at the present time. The total net premium income now 
amounted to £195,527, compared with £135,000 in 1885. During the past 
12 months the claims upon the society had reached the total of £178.194, 
caused by 75 deaths and one matured policy, as against £177,014 in 1891, 
the result of 87 deaths. The assets included £1,633,891 invested on mort- 
gages of real and personal property in the United Kingdom, of which 
£79,520 was upon property in Ireland. This sum was well secured, and 
the interest was punctually paid. Mr. F. J. Blake seconded the motion. 
In reply to Mr. Bigg, who inquired whether, in the event of certain events 
happening, the Irish mortgage was safe, the chairman said the mortgage 
in question, which was the only one they had in Ireland, had been in 
existence for about 20 years, during which time the interest had always 
been promptly forthcoming. Probably no one at the present time would 
take a transfer of the mortgage. If the estates on which the mortgage 
was held were put. up for sale, no doubt they would realize a considerable 
surplus. That, however, would be a harsh step to take, and they did not 
propose to do anything of the kind. The motion was agreed to unanimously. 
In proposing the re-election of the retiring directors, which was agreed to, 
the chairman announced that Sir Horace Davey, Q.C., had been appointed 
to the vacancy created on the board by the death of Sir W. B. Riddell. 


In accordance with decrees of the Khedive of Egypt, authorizing the 
conversion of the Egyptian State Domain Mortgage bonds, the rate of 
interest on the said bonds will be reduced from 5 per cent. per annum to 
4} per cent. per annum, from the Ist of June, 1893. Holders of bonds 
who do not accept the conversion must give notice at the latest by the 
10th of April next that they wish to receive reimbursement of their bonds 
at par. Demands for reimbursement, accompanied by the bonds furnished 
with all coupons not yet due, must be sent to Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & 
Sons in London. Bonds thus deposited will be reimbursed on the 1st of 
June next at par, with accrued interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per 
annum. Holders of bonds who have not by the above-mentioned date— 
viz., the 10th of April next—given notice that they require reimbursement 
of their bonds will be deemed to have accepted the conversion. 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or Rearstrars 1n ATTENDANCE ON 











Date AppraL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
- No. 2. Curry. Norra. 
Wednesday, April 5 Mr. Beal Mr. Godfrey . Mr. Jackson 
Thursday Pugh Leach Clowes 
} ome A ee Beal Godfrey Jackson 
Sati I seas 8 Pugh Leach Clowes 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Srieuixe. Kexewicu. Romer. 
Mr. Carrington Mr. Rolt Mr. Ward 
= ae Rol; 28 War ’ 
i t a) 
Lavie Farmer Pemberton 











Wakrnixe To txrenpine Hovss Purcuasers & Lesszes.—Before nies or renting 
a house have i arrangements en Re by an from The 
nitary Engineering & Ventilation 65, ical Office, Victoria-st., 





8: . 
Westminster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &c.—[Abvr.] 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTH. 


Wiytrincuam.—March 25, at Inglenook, en Great Grimsby, the wife of J. F. Win- 
tringham, LL.B., solicitor, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGE. 
Fe.towes—Hamittoy.—March 23, at the Church of the Holy Trinity, Brompton, William 
Gordon Fellowes, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, to Marion Augusta, younger 
daughter of Edward Hamilton, M.D., of 16, Cromwell-place, 8.W. 


DEATHS. 
Baskett.-—March 26, at Evershot, Dorset, Charles Henry Baskett, solicitor, aged 76. 
Marrtix.—March 26, at 19, Chester-street, Edinburgh, John Martin, Writer to the Signet, 
Principal Clerk of Session, aged 81. 
Warswricut.—March 24, at 1, Leinster-gardens, Hyde-park, George William Reed 
Wainwright, solicitor, of No. 9, Staple-inn, aged 65. 
Woop. —— 23, at Stoneleigh, ’North-park-road, Bradford, James Wood (late solicitor), 
age 














STAMMERERS of all ages successfully treated. Boys while being cured puvutiy 
Educated and Prepared for Examinations by a University Tutor.—A: ply Mr se . BEASLEY 
(who cured himself), Brampton-park, Huntingdon, or “‘ Sh herweed: esden-lane, 
Brondesbury, London. ‘‘Stammering : Its Treatment,” post-free, 13 ms [Apvr. | 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette—Fripay, March 24. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep in CHancery. 

Avxauive Repuction Syxpicate, Liwrren—Petn for winding up, presented March 18, 
directed to be heard on April 11. Norman & Co, New ct, Lincoln’s inn, solors for 
petners. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of April 10 

“ Deu” Sreausuip Co, Linrrep—Petn for winding up, presented March 17, directed to 
be heard on April 11. Ince & Co, St Bene’t chmbrs, Fenchurch st, solors for petners. 
Notice —s appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 
of A 

Jupp & Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented March 20, directed to be heard on 
April1l. Edwards, Cheapside, solor for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the 
abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 10 

Lanse Exp Works, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented March 22, directed to be 
heard on Tuesday, April 11. Spreat & Bullivant, Nicholas lane, solors for official 
receiver. Notice ef appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in 
the afterncon of April 10 


London Gazette.—Turspay, March 28. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LimITED IN CHANCERY. 

Abert Mircue.yt & Co, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or before May 9, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars ‘of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
yy Cridland, Observer chmbrs, urnemouth. Johns, Ringwood, solor for liqui- 

ator 

Cerro pr Pasco, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to J. Hy. A. Smith, 
6a, Austinfriars 

Exvecrric Suppiigzs ayp Firrines Co, Linirep —Creditors are required, on or before son 
25, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars ot their debts or claims, to 
liquid Scott, 8 and 10, Charing Cross rd. Slaughter & May, Austinfriars, solors for 
iquidator 

Extmore’s Frencn Parent Correr Derositine Co, Limirep—Petn for winding u 
sented March 22, directed to be heard before V: ‘aughan Williams, J,on April 11. = 
& Johnson, 26, "Austinfriars, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the 
abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 10 

IyTeRNATIONAL Music Pustisuinc Synpicate, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or 
before April 27, to send their names and addresses to John Lord, 3, Bucklersbury 

Joun Dawson & Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented March 16, directed to be 
heard on April 11. Learoyd & Co, 11, Coleman st, solors for petners. Notice of appear- 
ing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 10 

Kent, Sussex, AnD GeneraL Lanp Society, Lunmrep—Petn for winding up, presented 
March 24, directed to be heard on Tuesday, April 11. Robins & Co, Gresham House, 
Old Broad st, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not 
later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 10 

Laruutu & Co, Limrren—Petn for winding up, presented March 22, directed to be heard 
on April 11. F W Henry, 5, Furnival’s inn, petner's solor. Notice of appearing must 
reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 10 

Repertoire Orera Co, Limrrep-—Petn for winding up, presented March 13, directed to be 
heard on April 11. Stanley & Co, Ludgate hill, solors for petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the abovenamed not later t! 6 o'clock in the afternoon of April 10 

RorneruaM Tuearre Co, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or before May 10, to send 
their naines and addresses, and the particulars ot their debts or claims, to Richard 
Hattersley, 6, oq Rotherham 

8. Stansrivce & Co, Lourep—Petn for winding up, Ps agen March 15, directed to be 
heard on Tuesday, April 11. Coote, Lincoln’s inn fields, petner’s solor. Notice of ap- 

aring must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 10 

Watmstey Cotiieries, Liwirep—Creditors are required, on or before July 23, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to avid Stobie 
bar oat Whittington House, Leadenhall st. Smiles & Co, Bedford row, solors for 
iquidator 

Woopuoust & Rawson Unirep, la oe for winding up, presented March 16, 
directed to be heard on April 11. Alpe & Ward, Serjeants’ inn, Fiect st, solors for 
petners. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon of April 10 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 


Usrrep Mernovist Freez Cuvecn Suxpay-scnoon Sick Society, Cattle st, Great Har- 
wood, Lancaster. March 21 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Ciaim. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, March 10. 
Fisuer, Mary, Mellor Knowle House, Dane Bridge, Chester March 51 Morton Brothers 
Vv Fisher, Stirling, J Challinor, Leek 
Mackenzie, Joun Ivaiesy, Welbeck st, Cavendish sq, Bachelor of Medicine March 27 
Mackenzie v Mackenzie, St irling, J Faulkner, Chandos st, Cavendish sq 
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London Gazette.—Turspay, March 14. 
Fromage, Gesumnemn, Stansfield, York April 12 Duff v Pickles, North, J Farrar. 


lax 
Sre.rox, Evtex, Audenshaw, Lancaster April 11 Stelfox v Stelfox, Registrar, Man- 
chester Eaton, Ashton 








under 
‘Wansurtox, Hexry, Manchester, April 18 Warburton v Edgar, Registrar, 
Manchester Gnaace, Manchester 


London Gazeite.—Fripay, March 17. 
Brxsow Waasen, Kinsy Poouz, Redcliffe eq, Kensington April 18 Benson vy Benson 
Chitty, J. Nairne, Crosby “4 : 
Granan, rth - paren ton April 15 Graham v Pollard, North,J Sampson, 
Parsons hill, polwich 
London Gazette.—Tuusvay, March 21. 
Cuarmay, Joux Rozert, Fulham rd, Brompton April 20 Hurley v Chapman, North, J 
Clark, Gresham 


st 
Pricer, Rees Penny Napoteox, Old Bond st, Perfumer April 21 Johnson v Price, Chitty, 
J Sharpe, New ct, Carey st 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Ciam. 
London Gaszette.—Faiway, March 17. 
Appisox, Jutta, Dfracombe Mar 25 Barnett, Ilfracombe 
Austix, Letitra Mary, Scarsdale villas, Kensington April 14 Kearsey & Co, Old Jewry 
Banctay, Beet, Rokefield, nr Dorking, Surrey April 20 Wadeson & Malleson, 


Becx.ey, Jos1au, Worcester, Licensed Victualler April 29 Southall, Worcester 
Brapsuaw, Jouy, Granville rd, Walthamstow, Esq April 30 Houghton & Son, New 
Broad st 


Browns, Wii11Am, Richmond, Surrey, Nurseryman April 14 Skewes-Cox & Co, Lancas- 


ter pl, 
Caxrrieper, Bexsamiy, Sheffield, Veterinary Surgeon May1 Creswick, Sheffield 
Casry, Jayne, Markhouse rd, Walthamstow April 30 Houghton & Son, New Broad st 
C.xaG, James, Boothroydon, Middleton, Lancs, Gent April 30 Clark & Jackson, Oldham 
Ciexcu, Frevenick Cuartes, Devonshire st, Bishopsgate, Brewery Valuer April 10 
Crossman & Prichard, Theobald’s rd, ax inn 
Cotiisox, Freperick Henry, Talfourd rd, Peckham, Chartered Accountant April 30 
Bannister & Reynolds, st 
Cour, Sir Tuomas Arcuer, Bart, keinteignhead, Devon Forthwith Woosnam & 
Crowdy, Newton Abbot 


CoxnxLt, Cuartes James, Monks Eleigh Rectory. nr , Esq, Member of Bengal 
— Civil Service April 27 Dinlintt Co laren at, igri 


Coorer, W1u114M, Leicester, Licensed Victualler April 15 Arnall, Leicester 

Crawronp, CarLetoxs Monaay, Brighton, Esq April 20 Upperton & Hacon, Brighton 

Crort, Jouy, Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper April3 Dale, Leeds 

oe amp Heyry, OT ee —- 's avenue, Tufnell Park, Esq April15 Cronin & Co, South- 

Dvunose, +4 Gt Fenton. Stoke upon Trent, Farmer April15 Holtom, Stoke upon 
Trent 

Dvurose, Haywan, Gt Fenton, Stoke upon Trent April15 Holtom, Stoke upon Trent 


Fansuawe, Rev. Joun Farrurvutt, Ramsden rd, Balham, Clerk June 11 Whitakers & 
Woolbert bert, Lincoln’s inn fi 
Fu | Emity Louisa, Foxley rd, Brixton April17 Herschell, Shakespear rd, Herne 


Gran A, Bev “nie Cuanves, Loftus rd, Shepherd’s bush Mayl1 Batten & Co, Gt George st, 
estminster 
—— Lady Manianna Avousta, Portman sq April 22 Freshfields & Williams, 
Ban 


Haxprinar, Georce, Chester,Gent April17 Brassey, Chester 


Harmen, » Epos Winatem, New Compton st, Soho, Clothworker April17 Thomsons & 
Co, Corn! 
Harries, Saran, Trewillim, St. Lawrence, Pembs May1 Price, Haverfordwest 


Hay ae Karuarixe Exvizapern, Howard rd, Cricklewood May2 Last & Sons, Pall 
| East 
Hearucore, Rosert Boornsy, Chingford, Essex, Esq. April30 Budd & Co, Bedford 
row 


James, Tuomas Francrs, Richmond, Surrey, Provision Merchant May15 Thompson & 
Groom, Raymond bl Gray’ s inn 
Law wy > coe Fearss, Micklehurst, Mossley, co Chester, Flannel Manufacturer June 
ithington & Co, Manchester 
ee, Moses DE sommats S ‘Clifton grdns, Maida Hill, Esq April 28 Emanuel & Sim- 
monds. 
Lirg, Tuomas, Beterbcengh, Esq May1 Wyman, Peterborough 


Loxvoy, Emmy Exizasrru, Richmond, Surrey April 14 Skewes-Cox & Co, Lancaster 


pl, tran " 
Mawnsvievp, Saran, Greenwich April17 Bristow, Greenwich 


Massey, Jouy Eowarp, West End, Liandudno Mar 25 Moseley-Williams, Manchester 

McGreevy, Jane, Harrington, Cumbrid April ii Thompson, Whitehaven 

Monais, 1s Joun Arming, Hafod Sketty Park, nr Swansea, Bart April 29 Hartland & 
Co, Swansea 

Parxer, Francis Porcn, om, Ghaylen Mallett, Somerset, retired General Dealer May 1 


Nalder, Shepton Mall 
Parker, Joun Lorp, Manchester, Wine Merchant April 15 Sutton & Co, Manchester 


Se Richmond rd, Ealing, Gent April13 Waddilove & Johnson, Knight- 


Doctor’s Commons 
Pouak, James Micnant, Carlisle st, Gent April5 Firth, Trustees, 


mansions, Victoria 
&c, Corporation, Winchester House, Old Broad st 
Primrose, James Mavaice, Cheltenham May9 Francis & Johnson, Austinfriars 


Ravennitt, Svsannan Jane, Charlotte st, Fitzroy sq April 26 Seagrove & Woods, 


Chancery lane d 
Rawsoy, WitL1aM Henry, Sowerby, Halifax, Esq June1 Walker, Halifax 
Reperave, Georo1ana, Kirkley, Suffolk April 14 Norton & Co, Lowestoft 
Ropixson, > ey ae Lacp, Bart, Cranford, Northampton, Clerk in Holy Orders 
A Markby & Co, omen 
Saxowine, Witiasy Skipton, ¥ orks, Licensed Victualler April 22 Neill & Holland, 
01 
Suaw, Wii11am, Tooting Bec gdns, Streatham, Stock Dealer April 20 Vant, jun, 
Sueparp, ALEXANDER Joux, Usk, Mon, Surgeon April 29 Shepard, Tredegar 
a Regs. BR, CE Chelsea April 14 Mead & Sons, Arundel! 
Sraanemwe, Witstaa,, TR lane, Wandsworth common April 21 Law & 


orssam, Hol 
Tavsrox, Joux Boone: Whitehall, Stroud, Glos, Civil Engineer May 5 Wilson, Beth" 
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Tromrson, Faxperick, peynced bldgs, Gray’s inn, Gent May 15 Thompson & Groom, 
bldgs, Gray’s inn 


Ve uamy, Frepenicx, Chelston, Torquay, Gent April 29 Brown, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Watsox, Jonux, Waresley, nr Kidderminster, Esq May 31 Janson & Co, Finsbury cireus 


Wititams, Mowracu Sreruex, Aldford st, Park lane, Esq, H.M.’s Counsel April 17 
Morice & ley, Rerjeants’. inn 
es Janz, Lancasterrd, North Kensington April 30 Houghton & Son, New Broad st 


London Gazette.—Tvurspay, March 21. 
Apgiyé, Sauvet, Aston juxta Birmingham, Gent April 4 Bradley & Cuthbertson, Bir- 


Bircu, Exizanetu, Kingston upon Hull May1 T & A Priestman, Hull 





Bossett, Many, Horseferry rd, Westminster April 30 Draper, Vincent sq, Westminster | 


Bovttoy, Jonx, Alvechurch, Wores, Hop Merchant May6 F & H Corbett, Worcester 
‘Cayrnitt, JonaTuan, Aston, out of business April 30 Ansell & Ashford, Birmingham 
Care Wituiam Asnitxy, Dawson pl, Bayswater, Gent April 21 Lowndes & Co, 
‘CRABTREE, BEnT, Sheffield, Steel Forgings Manufacturer April 29 Auty & Sons, 
Davis, Daviv, Edgbaston, Birmingham, out of business May 1 Reece & Co, Birming- 
Ecxvrorp, Henry George, Uverdale rd, Chelsea, Picture Dealer 
vile row 
Evuunxps, Rosert, Manchester, Tripe Dresser May 1 Rowcliffe & Co, Manchester 
visemes. Wituam, St Helens, Clerk in Holy Orders May 4 Ansdell & Eccles, St 
jens 
Hanrnis, Canouine Mancaretr, Keymer, Sussex May1 JE &S A Walker, Chancery 
Harvey, Tuomas Kent, Timworth, Suffolk, Farmer April 14 Sharland & Hatten, | 
Heap, Tuomas, Hyde, co Chester, Hat Manufacturer May 24 Brownson, Hyde 


Hewert, Jounx Cuartes Evwarp, ene High st, Southwark, Gun Dealer April 27 
Greenop & Sons, Gracechurch 


April 20 Miller & Co, | 


| — fom, Aieny rd, Camberwell April15 Debenham & Walker, Gresham 
casing! 
| Jones, cuanuns Paice, Llangollen, Denbighshire, Esq April 20 Denby, Frederick’s pl, 
e 
| Kerr, Hannierr Mary Ann Atvey, Anerley, Surrey April 18 Lee & Pembertons, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Lzycesrer, Cuarcorre, Wilton cresent April 21 Palmer & Bull, Bedford row 
Mirron, Saran, Tanshelf, Pontefract May1 Sangster & Coleman, Pontefract 


Moreax, Jouxy Epwarp, Nether aig, Knutsford, co Chester, Doctor of Medicine 
April 22 Lyde & Roper, Lime st sq 

Morvey, Francis, Scarborough, Major General in HM Army May1 Addleshaw & 
Warburton, Manchester 

Papvcetr, Eruram BexJamin, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer May 2 Ford & Warren, Leeds 

| Quix, Tuomas Francis * scmnmemesi Apsley villas, Twickenham green, Gent April 18 
Rudall, Watling st 

Reporave, Georarana, Kirkley, Suffolk April14 Norton & Co, Lowestoft 


Berane Saran, Mina rd, Old Kentrd April 20 J G Wood or T Roberts, Queen's rd, 
Peckham 
Rowtanp, Apam Row.anp, Lianllowell, nr Usk, Mon, Clerk in Holy Orders April 26 


Balden & Son, Birmingham 
Ruck, Epmunp Navuyron, Brinkworth, Wilts, Gent April 25 Kinneir & Tombs, Swindon 


Scuotrieip, Georce, Liverpool, Merchant April 29 Bateson & Co, Liverpool 
Simxix, Cuartes Farpenicx, Gt Portland st, Carver April 10 Freeman, Paul st, 


Srarret, Ronen, Hoylake, Chester, Gent April 22 Lamb & Taylor, Birkenhead and 
Seotens, Exizasetu Ann, Croydon, Surrey April17 Rowland & Hutchinson, Croydon 
Vernin., Exvizapers, Seaforth, nr Liverpool April17 Mackay & Cornish, Liverpool 

| Wasee nad, Sizemunp, Hamburg, Germany April 21 Selim, Mincing lane 

| Wepwone, Jouy, Portishead, Somerset, Gent May 31 Abbot & Co, Bristol 

| Winmor, Rictarp James, San Francisco, U§8 A, Musician April14 Peddar, Palmerston 











BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette—Fripay, Mar. 21. Ord Mar 22 


RECEIVIN ERS. 
apna Birkenhead Pet Mar 9 


Barewas, Wituam, Snodland, Kent, Baker Maidstone Kraun, Hersert, Broad st bldgs, Deets Dealer High | 
Pet Mar 21 Ord Mar 21 Court Pet Mar 21. Ord Mar #1 


He NEINOTOR, Joun, Bety, Lancs, Farnier Liverpool Pet | 
Mar9 Ord Mar 2: 
Ineson, ALFRED, pol Beds, Grocer Luton Pet Mar 22 | Busutit, Freperick Jouyx, Bournemouth, Fancy Draper 


Cloth Manufacturer April iat 11 Of Rec, 6, Queen 
st, Huddersfield 


April5at1 Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn, Lon- 


Jones, Ricuarp Tuomas, Tranmere,  eamane Builder don 


| Bywarer, Oscar, Masborough, nr Rotherham, Joiner 
April 5 at2 Off Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 
Canyon, Percy, Crayford, Kent, Farmer April 6 at 12 


Ord Mar 2 


Beer, Joux, Redruth, | Boot Manufacturer | pywsox, Winuiam JouN (jun), Hebburn, co Durham, Or Ree, Rocheste: 
Truro Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 Watchmaker Newcastieon Tyne Pet Mar 22 Ord sae y Guonos. Bol Bolton, Cabinet Maker April 1 at 11 
Mar 22 6, s' oltor 


Bippies, Jonn Wixsoy, Bhardeloes rd, New Cross, late 
Costume Man 


ufacturer High Court Pet Mar22 Ord | Tioyp, Tuomas Wriiuram, Tonypandy, Glam, Grocer | Craces, Tuomas, Sesiesbem, Bradford, Coachman 


Mar 22 Pontypridd Pet Mar 20 
Borroy, Brora, Searboroush, Lodging house keeper Scar-| Troyp, v ILLIAM NUTTALL, 


Buiaas, ioaer ee Southampton row, Holborn, Mar 21 
h Ci Pet July 22 Ord Nov 16 Maxey, Heyry Jesse, Bish 
Broapsest, Joux Wituiam, Longwood, nr Huddersfield, Court Pet Mari Ord 
Cloth Manufacturer Huddersfield ‘Pet Mar 20 Ord | asotivou, James, Liverpool, 
Mari7 Ord Mar 2 


Mar22 Ord Mar 


Mar 20 
Brown, —— Deer, ee | a Paper | Meav, Frepertck, oe Marsh, Lambeth, Peeves Futron, Frep, Burnley, 


Merchant High Court 


CawERroy wy Ricuarp Hu age Neath, Glam, Tailor | yf:;"s, James Hexry, and 


Mar 2 Leicester, Boot Manufacturers Leicester Pet Mar 15 | 


Campsett, E A C, ae Hants, Captain Winchester 
Pet Dec 6 Ord Mar 

Cannon, Percy, Crayford, Kent, Farmer Rochester Pet bury 
Mars Ord Mar 20 


Ord Mar 20 
Pet Mar 20 Ord 
Cambridge ~~ — 21 


Oswa.p, Eruen, 
High Court Pet 


Cnurcumay, Joux, Holloway rd, Clothier High Court 
Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 


Cots, Hexry Govuip, and Wittiam Witson Cou.ins, 
Brighton, 


Jewellers Brighton Pet Mar20 Ord | packineroy, Ernest Inwiy, Lorne villas, Somerset rd, | Lack, 
Tedd ington, _—s Clerk Kingston, Surrey Pet 


20 
Conyers, Guanee, Bas Bolton, Cabinet Maker Bolton Pet Mar 21. Ord Mar 2 


ham Pet Mar2l1 Ord Mar 2 j 
— > ALFRED, Liverpool, Shopkeeper Liverpool Pet | ygaxsrizup, Leonarp (sen), A. | Leoxarp MAnNsrieLp 
F Ord Mar 20 (jun), Cardiff, Millwrights Cardiff Pet Mar21 Ord 


Buryerr, Gronce Heyny, Barry, Glam. Danaher Cardiff | yy C ‘Hodd Pet Mar 10 aS Seale > es 
‘ ’ Pi RIFFITHS EWI!s, la 
Pet Mar 21 Ord Mar 21 ~~ ye au ersfie yer Huddersfie! ’ D 


Mitts, Witi1am, Faversham, Kent, Corn Dealer Canter- 
Mar 20 Hausteap, James, Nelson, 


Norrretp, Heyry Jamzs, Old Chesterton, Cambs, Baker 
ee Maida Vale, Spinster 
rd Mar 2: 


Ord April 7 at 11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
"me Hosiet Notting- | Eowarps, Witi1aM Heyry, Tutbury, Staffs, Licensed Vic- 
tualler April 1 at 11.30 Midland Hotel, Station st, 
Burton on nt 
Evven, Grorce, late of Elham, Kent, Farmer April 5 at 
11 Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 
te st, Stock Dealer High ere: Jostan Brows, Leicester, Paiuter April 5 
ar 22 at3 Off Rec, 34, Friar lane, Leices iter 
Coal Dealer Liverpool Pet ' ena Winuia, Haulgh, Bolton, per Hill Mana- 
ger April 1 at10.30 16, Wood st, Bo 
Commercial traveler April 5 at 
2.45 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, B 
st, Bonnlante-Bow, Road 
Contractor April7at11 Bankruptcy — gs, Carey st 
Eowarp Marniorr Batrey, | Gupazon, Joux, the younger, jhoemaker 
April 12 at 1.30 County Court house, Blackburn 
\ Hatt, Wiis, late of Ashton-under-Lyne, Wheelwright 
April 7 at3 Ogden’s chmrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Carter April 5 at 2.15 
Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley 
| Keeng, Henry Petry, Clophill ian mpthill, Beds, 
Brick Merchant April 10 at 12.30 On Ree, 24, Rail- 
way approach, on Bri 
H, Putney, Surrey, Builder April 7 at 11.30 24, 
Railway approach, — Bridge 
illock by, Norfolk, Farmer April 8 at 


Ord Mar 21 


Mansurp, Gzorae, Bi 


Patuetr, Jouxn B i Sheffield, Joiner Sheffield 12 Off Ree, 8 ig st, Norwich 
Corroy, oat pg pe Long Seats, Earthenware Manufac- Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 ; Msvecar, Geanten, Hudderstield, Dyer April4atl1 Off 
"Ord Mar 20 Parkinson, Witttam, and Anprew Greame, Wharf rd, Rec, 6, Queen st, Huddersfiel 


Cena Tuomas, Menninghary, Bradford, Coachman 
Duvtrone Hancoums WB, HM ship “Canada,” K pect ong 

LAFONS RCOURT ship “ Canada,”’ Kings- , GEORGE. 
% ae ards ere, in West Indies, Assistant Partripce, Greorcse. West 


Stonehouse Pet Feb 27 





21 
Evwanps, Jous, Liverpool, Draper Liverpool Pet Mar 22 | Ripxx y, Joun Eryesr Antruony, North Shields, late Beer- 
Ord Mar 22 house Keeper Newcastle on Tyne Pet Mar 22 Ord | Reap, Tuomas Heyny, Bi 


Excam, Wii.11am, Newton le Willows, Lancs, Carter War- | Mar 22 
rington Pet Mar22 Ord Mar 22 


Exu:xewortn, Jostau Brows, Leicester, Painter Leices- 
Mar 20 Mar 20 


21 


Cubitt Town, Millwrights High Court Pet Mar 7 


ton, 4 ; Bromwich Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 
a in HM’s Navy High Court Pet Sept 19 | Permicx, Arruur, Launceston, Cornwall, Innkeeper East | at 10 


Mixes, JAMES Henry, and cow agp Maragior Baltey, 
Leicester, Boot Manufacturers April 5 at 1230 Off 
Ree, 34, Friar lane, 

MILLs, WILLIAM, Faversham, Kent, Corn Dealer April 5 

Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

Nonrieup, Henry JAMEs, Old Chaneten, Cambs, Baker 
April 7 at12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

ham, Brassfounder April 

6at12 23, Colmore row, Birmiogham 


Bromwich, Machinist West 





Ord Mar 21 


RopweE ti, Saran, Soumca, Milliner Poole Pet Mar | Ryves, Witiias Epeanr, Sheffield, Surgeon April 5 at 2.30 
Ord Mar 2 Off Rec, Fi Sheffield 


e, Figtree lane, 


Ord 5 Sarre Ouasses, Corn Exchange, Mark lane, Come Mer- | Sureeve, BENJAMIN Rovers, Great Plumstead, Norfolk, 
Exxis, Cnares Craven, —— Family Grocer Ports- hant High Court Pet Feb 27 Ord Mar 1 Florist April $ at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
mouth Pet Maris Ord Mar 18 Stu haa Exvexs, Elsecar, nr Barnsley, Tis Miller | Summons, Revpex, Herbert st, New North rd, Oilman 
Extwistie, Wiciiam, et ab Bolton, Hosiery Mill Barnsley Pet Mar 21 Ord April 6at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Bolton ‘Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 Tayior, Harwoop, Middlesborough, “Labourer Middles- | SuaTrery, Jonny Vincent, Boroug' Ys st, Commission 
Eyne, Grorce he eg Stockport, Patent ‘Lint Manu- borough Pet Mar18 Ord Mar 1 Agent April 6 at a. aa 
facturer Stoc Taytor, Hore Rectvatp, Bridlington Guy, Yorks, Grocer | Srezvinc, Epwarp, Emm Fish, Sa Sai acaier 


Pet Mar 20 Ord 
Frreu, Freperick, rd, uch hill, ° 
Foreman, CHARLES phy) FN on ee G aa oy | “ 
sgh , Grocer Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 
wet N a * 
OWLER, JOHN, ourneyman atchmaker 
Nottingham. ‘Pet Mer 22° 


Ord Mar 22 The followi 


Scarborough Pet Mar 22 Ord Ma’ April 6 


vase = R H, Leeds, Optician Leeds Pet Mar 9 Ord 


amended notice is substituted for that pub- 


6at 11 Bankrup' Hn ‘tHage, Ca 
Boot ie Leeds | Tozer, Samvet, and a ICHARD Toren, Cockington, 
Torq —— April 6 at 11 Off Rec, 13, Bedford 
ay 
Wanv, James Mities, and Witiiam Jonny Rosixsoy, 
Finedon, Northamptonshire, —— April 8 at 


Hatsox ALTER Lairp, and Georce Lovett, Romford, 12.30 County Court bl 
ex, Cycle Manufacturers Chelmsford Pet Mar 21 | in the London Gazette of Mar, 14 :— Warsoy, pana Hatt, Gee y Game Baker April 8 
att Marat Wrrzrax, Kingston upon Hull, Tailor Wngoce, I Tavixe, Little Sores, 3 Bradford, Joiner Brad- - at 11 md Rec, 8, King st, _—- ee 
’ ee a a = | Pet Maril Ord Mar noe coven Birmingham, per Ap at 2.30 


upon 
ao To ‘Wiiu1am Georcr, Sunderland, Joiner Sunder- 
Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 | 
PS age = Hull, late Electri N 
ext, Austix, Hull, n Nottingh 
"Pet Mar 22. Ord Mar 22 ae a 
Sie, Retiest, Carver Bradford Pet Mar 22 


ee ra bar 


Baoappant, Jous Wixiiam, 





RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


Heiewett, ot Colne, Lancs, Draper Burnley | Burros, Manrtax, Berwick Grove, near Shrewsbury 
Ord Mar 20 Shrewsbury Rec Ord Dec 5, 1892 Rese Feb 22 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Waser Samvet, Great Yarmouth, Coal Hawker April 
8 at 11.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 


The following amended notice is ebatinvind fer that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of March 


Kixa, Joseru, West Hartlepool, Horse Slaug pane March 
Longwood, nr Huddersfield, 29at3 Off Rec, 25, John st, Sunderlan 
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ADJUDICATIONS. 


Barr, Joux, Chancery lane, Financial Agent High Court 
Pet Jan 23 Ord r 20 

Batemay,. Witi1am, Snodland, Kent, Baker Maidstone 
Pet Mar21 Ord Mar 21 


Beer. Jony, Redruth, Cornwall, Boot Manufacturer Truro 
Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 

Bevtew, Tuomas Acuzsoy, Trinity sq, Grain- Merchant 

igh Court Pet Mari4 Ord 20 

Bippies, Joux Wiison, Shardeloes rd, New Cross, late 
Costume Manufacturer High Court. Pet Mar22 Ord 
Mar 22 

Boppam, Cuasies Wittiam, late St. George’s sq, South 
Belgravia, late — in the Army h Court Pet 

B a a + h. Lodgi hi K 

ORTON, MMA, roug D ouse eeper 

Scarborough Pet Mar 21 Ord Mar % Hi 

Braypow, Ausert, Birmingham, Music Hal Director Bir- 
mingham Pet Mari7 Ord Mar 23 

Brenneis, Wiiuram James AFLEck, Shaftesbury —— 
Operatic Artist High Court Pet Jan19 Ord Mar 

Brown, Wittiam Revusey, on, a ‘hae 
Maker Croydon Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 2 

Bursett, Georce Havyey, Barry, Glam, Butcher Cardiff 
Pet Mar 21 Ord Mar 21 

Cameron, James Ricuarv Husert, Neath, Glam, Tailor 
Neath Pet Mar20 Ord Mar 20 

Cannon, Percy, Crayford, Kent, Farmer Rochester Pet 
Mar 22 Ord Mars 

Carrenmovt, Exizasetn, Sloane st, Fancy Goods Dealer 
High Court Pet Feb’ 28 Ord Mar 20 

Cuvecuman, Jonny, —oe rd, Clothier High Court 
Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 

Criark, ALpert, Chichester st, Upper Westbourne terrace, 
Baker High Court Pet Feb2i Ord Mar 20 

Craske, Georce Hewry, Stenningfield, Buffolk, Wheel- 
wright Bury 8t. Edmunds Pet Mar 2 Ord Mar 21 


Evwarps, Wittiam Henry, Tutbury, Staffs, Licensed 
Victualler Burton-on-Trent Pet 17 Ord Mar17 
Ex.tam, Wittiam, Newton-le-Willows, Lancs, Carter 


Warrington Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 

EntwistLe, Wiii1amM, Haulgh. Bolton, Hosiery Mill 
Mavager Bolton Pet Mar20 Ord Mar 20 

Fircus, |» iPlay Dickinson rd, Crouch Hill, Commission 
Agent High Court Pet Mar2i Ord Mar 21 

Forman, Cuartes AtLex, New Clee, Gt Grimsby, Grocer 
Gt Grimsby Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 

Fowter, Joux, Nottingham, Journeyman Watchmaker 
Nottingham Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 

Fraxck, Hexry Harcourt, Sunderland, late Bank Man- 
ager Sunderland Pet Mar 13 Ord Mar 20 

Fuxsevt, Bexsamin, Ovingdean, nr Brighton, Farmer 
Brighton Pet Maris Ord Mar18 

Hat, Wituam, Ashton under Lyne, Wheelwright Ash- 
ton under Lyne Pet Mari17 Ord Mar 21 

Harvixe, Coarites Witwram, Kingston n =, Tailor 
Kiogston upon Hull Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 

Hetvewsu1., Greexwoon, eae, Lanes, Samay "male 
Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 

Hetssy, Jouy, bond wow dag Draper Blackburn Pet Jan 
27 Ord Mar 22 


Herpert, Avstix, Hull, Bs Electrician Nottingham 
Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 
te Bradford, carver Bradford Pet Mar 21 Ord 


Hissert, WiLLiaM, and Georce Goopwis, Hyde, Cheshire, 
Hat Manufacturers Ashton under Lyne and Staly- 
bridge Pet Feb 20 Ord Mar 20 

Lack, J H, Putney, Surrey, Builder Wandsworth Pet 
Feb 14 Ord Mar 20 

Lawson, Wittiam Jouy, the younger, Hebburn, co Dur- 
ham, Watchmaker Newca-tle on Tyne Pet Mar 22 
Ord Mar 22 

Leacu, Mary, St Oswald’s rd, West Brom 


ton, late 
ay 3 Stable Keeper High Court Pet 


9 Ord 

Lene: Joun, Pendleton, Joiner Salford Pet Mar 18 
Ord Mar 21 

Lioyp, Witu1am Norratt, Comins, late Hosier Not- 
tingham Pet Mar 21 ‘Ord Mar 2 

Ma iexy, Raovt, Clement’s lane High Court Pet Dec 30 

ar 20 

Mansrietp, Leowarp, sen, and Lzoyarp MAnsFig.p, junr, 
Cardiff, Millwrights Cardiff PetMar2i Ord Mar 21 

Mansn, Gerona, Blackboy lane, West Green, Tottenham, 
Painter Eumonton Pet Dec23 Ord Mar 21 

Martineau, Wavrer, Feltham, Of no occupation King- 
ston, Surrey Pet Feb9 Ord Mar 21 

Merepirn, Sauvet, Leintwardine, poeeteendiian, Grocer 
Leominster Pet Feb 14 Ord Mar 2 

[eames Aa Huddersfield 


Mipe au, S CHARLES, 
Pet Mar 21 


Ord Ma 
Mixes, James Henry, ee Epwarp Margiorr Bauer, 
sae 5 Boot Manufacturers Leicester Pet Mar 15 


Mitts, Witt1am, Faversham, Kent, Corn Dealer Canter- 
bury Pet Maris Ord Mar 20 

Morris, Witt1am, Burton-on-Trent, Cab cancel Bur- 
ton-on-Trent Pet Mar15 Ord Mar 1 

Morasnoy, Nowrozer Rustomsge, late Harri 
sions, South Kensington, Barrister-at-Law 
Ord Jan 24 Pet Mar 18 

Norvisip, Henry James, Old Chesterton, Cambs, Baker 
Cambridge Pet Mar2i1 Ord Mar 21 

Paisn, Tuomas, Colveston crescent, Builder High Court 

Ord Jan 27 Pet Mar is 

Pautett, Jouy yy Shefiield, Joiner Sheffield 

Pet Mar20 Ord) 


man- 


- Pirt, James Georoe, Beteorees, Surrey, Retired renee 


Officer Wandsworth Ord Feb13 Pet Mar 
QuixtayN, Hesry Josern, Powis square, Sacee, Gent 
High Court Ord Febi¢é Pet 20 
Rivxex, Jonx_ Eryest Axtuony, North Shields, .~ 
Beerhouse Keeper Newcast!e-on-Tyne Pet Mar 22 
Ord Mar 22 


Sxvuce, Epmunpo, Oxford, Butcher Oxford Ord Mar 13 
Pet Mar 18 

Sairn, Cuantes, Upper Woburn Jans" Ps Euston square, 
Corn Dealer High Court Ord Jan9 Pet Mar 21 


Court | 


 srusuzy, Jane Ectey, Elsecar, 
Barosley Ord Mar’ 





nr Barnsley, Cora Miller 
Pet Mar 22 
Middlesborough, Labourer Middles- 
18 Ord Mar 18 
Taytor, Hore Reatxap, wim Quay, Yorks, Grocer 
Scarborough Pet Mar 22 Mar 22 


Trecer, Farspertcx, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer Leeds 
Pet Mac22 Ord Mar 22 


Taxioe, Harwoop 
‘ borough Pet Pet Mar 


Witrox, Caanves, 8t Albans, Carver St Albans Ord 
Jan10 Pet Jan 16 


London Gazette—Turspay, March 28. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Botp, Georce, Waunbant, re a py am, Green- 
Cardiff Pet Mar 


grocer 
Broven, Evizapern, Maindee, Se Mon, late Inn- 
eeper Ne’ ‘on Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 
Camrrox, James, Bulwell, Nottingham, Dyer N 
Pet Mar 24 Ord Mar 24 
Capane, Tomas ane, Hants, Solicitor Ports- 
mouth Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 
CiaRk, Boy Any, = Lucy Ayxw Crark, St Thomas, 
evon, But —— 2 Exeter Pet Mar2i Ord Mar 21 


Co.sy. h Le est Borough, i , Fishmonger 
F er: Mar 24 Ord Mar 24 
Croxtoy, ~~, Livespeal, Funeral Furnisher Liverpool 
Pet Mar 24 Ord Mar 


Crump, Tuomas Saute Rabury, Humber, Herefordshire 
Farmer Leominster Pet Mar23 Ord Mar 23 

Davies, Joseru, Bethesda, Carnarvonshire, eek Vic- 
tualler Bangor Pet Mar24 Ord Mar 24 

Davies, WILtiaM, — Butter Merchant Swansea 
Pet Mar 24 Ord Mar 


Dugsty, a, + Glos, Insurance Agent Glouces- 
ter’ Pet Mar 25 Ord 


25 

Furser, Percy N, Poultry, late Secretary of a Public 

Company High Court Pet Feb 17 Ord Mar 2% 

Graver, JAMES, , Norfolk, Farmer Gt Yarmouth 
Pet Mar 25 Ord 25 - 

Harvey, J D, Grove vale, East Dulwich High Court Pet 
Feb 28 Mar 24 

Hierr, Saran, late Oddstock, nr panes, Widow High 
Court Pet Jan 31 Ord Mar 24 

Hiearxson, Rosert, Nottingham, late Siena Victualler 
Nottingham Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 

Hurcutnsoyx, WIititam, Middlesborough, Tron Merchant 
Middles h Pet Mar2i Ord 

Jayes, Groner, 
Wol 


Jervrey, JoserH, Rodborough, Moseley, Wares, Outfitter 
irmingham Pet Feb 23 Ord Mar 2 
Lewis, Martix Witttam, York, Architect York Pet 
Mari4 Ord Mar 24 


Lewis, Rey bet te and Davip Eynon, Tonypandy, Outfitters 
Pon Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 

Lister, me Besa, Whitchurch, Glam, Farmer Cardiff Pet 
Mar Ord Mar 22 

a Peter, Paddock, Huddersfield, Confectioner 
Huddersfield Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 

Lockyer, Epwarp, Cornwall rd, Brixton, Beerhouse 


Keeper High Court Pet Mar 24 Ord Mar 24 
Looker, WiLuiam, , Bristol, Outfitter Bristol 
23 


Ord Mar 23 

Lowe, Saran Ayn, Derby, Milliner Derby Pet Mar 25 

Ord Mar 25 

Martis, Jony James, Whetstone, Leics, Farmer Leicester 
Pet Mar 24 Ord Mar 24 


Merce, Hersert Jonx, Kennington rd, Wax Modeller 
High Court Pet Mar 24 Ord Mar 24 

Mixus, Mark, Manchester, Actor Manchester Pet Mar 
23 Ord Mar 


Morris, Evwarp, Penrhiwceiber, Glam, Coal Miner 
Pontypridd Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 
Newcomer, o- Northlew, nr | Devon, 
Yeoman East Stonehouse Pet Feb 23 Ord Mar 24 
Packer, Eowarsp Arruun, Cheapside, Manufacturer’s 
High Court Pet Mar2i Ord Mar 24 
Pay, Se, ees, Glos, Tailor Bristol Pet Mar 23 


Scoox, Wiiu1am, Tweedmouth, Northumberland, Cattle 
Salesman Newcastle on Tyne Pet Mar 14 Ord 


Mar 25 
Szaproox, Revsex, Leverstock Green, nr Hemel Hemp- 
Herts, Hay Dealer St Albans Pet Mar 23 
Ord iar 33 
Sueruerp, D. Pree Hawker Swansea Pet Mar 10 
8 nie Mar 98 Leeds, Huddersfield, Y: Spinner 
1MPSON. ILLIAM arn 
Huddersfield Pet Mar24 Ord Mar 24 


ter Pet Mar24 Ord Mar2 
Serecuiey, Freperick ears Fancy 
Draper Kidderminster 17_ Ord Mar 17 
Tayzor, Jouy, and Wittiam Tayzor, Hastings, Builders 
Hasti' ey Pet Mar 25 Ord Mar 25 
Urwick, Samvet Lewis, Leominster, Sema, 
Licensed ler Leominster Pet Ord 


Suiru, Jonn Granruam, Bowdon, Cheshire, Beer Retailer 
Manches 


Mar 25 
Wiet, ~~: Museum Toensiney, Silversmith High 


et Mar 6 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Baremax, Wictiam, Snodland, Kent, Baker April 5 at 3 
Off Rec, Week st, one ‘ 
Been, Jous, Redruth, Cornwall, Boot Manufacturer April 
5 at 1 


2.30 Off Ree, Boscawen st, ‘Truro 


enn Joux Witsox, 8) rd, New Cross, Lite 
acturer Bankruptcy 


April 7 at 2.30 
Saennt inten Mountain Ash, Glam, Blacksmith April 
6at12 Of Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 


Brows, , Travelling Draper April 5 at 3 
Cc 3 Se tayierd. Winchester, Captain April 
AMPBELL, nr 
5 at 12 Om Ban East of Sou’ 
Crank, Mary Aws, and Lucy Anw Cuark, St 5, Belfend 
Devon, Butchers April 6 a 1t Off Rec, i 
circus, Exeter 








Coss, J. M Butcher bat 
ciara teins Seay A 


Co Wan Maidstone, Fishmonger 
oe We Of Bec, Week st, Maidstons 

Coane, Bovwano Grnsos, Lani Warehouseman April 
at ll Off Rec, 22, Park row, 


Dengoom, ep w. Be BMS. “Canada, oi Anta Fs 
master ja the Navy April Tatil T Baokruptey Bg, 


Es PS x, and Cyrus Esxarert, Gt Grimsby, Smack 
“Owners omApril 5 at 10.90 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt 
Grim: 


F.ercner, , Bienloghom, Machinery Valuer April 

Lat ii 23, Col 

Forman, Cuaries ALLEN, an ao Gt by 
April 5 at 10.15 Off Rec, 15, Gt crim 

Foswevt, Bensamcx, 


12at 12 Off Rec, 4. Pavilion bl 
Harais, Joux Avan, en April 11 
at 1 Colmore 


2 % row, 
Haraisox, Wituam Appiesy, Gracechurch st, Gent April 
Tatil bh st 


’ 





Hetiewe a, Greexwoop, e, Draper April 5 
‘at 3.15 Hotel, Nicholas st, Bu 
Hey, Jaxes, Bradford, Carver April 7 at11.30 Off Rec, 
Manor row, 


3i, Bradford 
Jouxsox, Eowarp, Hoathwaite, Torver, Lancs, Farmer 
; April 8 Sat il 120, Kendal 

0 ANIEL, Dolgarrog, 

5 at Junction Hotel, Llandudno Junction 
Newydd. Liaown‘a, Sorurentin, 
5 at 4.45 Prince of Wales Hotel, Car~- 


a ity, Heanenr, Broad st eee, ~ ae Dealer April 7 
a. » B- ae kan York 2 architect April 6 at 11.39 


Joxes, Owex, Fi 
— 


Locgwen®, ‘Peres, ee . ort —e Confectioner 
Maartiy, To JAMES, Leics, Farmer April 6 
at 12.30 Off Reo, 34 lane, Lalcoster 
Maxey, Hewny Jesse, st, Stock Dealer April 
10 at 2.30 ianet, Bia bl Carey st 
Meap, Faspesicx, Lower Marsh, beth, Provision 
April 10 at 11 poemregey bidgs, Carey st 
Monet, Argtuvue Wit11aM, Rotherham, Tailor April 5 at 
Off Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 


, C Low Walker, Northumbrid, Grocer 
Mona 5 at 11.30 Of Reo, Pink lane, Newcastle on 


Tyne 
NIGHTINGALE, ys 
Advertising Agent 


atrau’'B Baskraptor thie, 


Carey st 
Parkinson, Wittiam, and Anpraew Gaeame, Wharf rd, 
Cubitt Town, Millwrights April 10 at 12 Bankruptcy 
Peruick, Artuvr, late Launceston, Cornwall ,. Innkeeper 
Ape Oat 11" 10, aiengeems to, Eipenoes 
Fvecy ames, Seacombe, Cheshire, er April 7 at 3 
Ri Oi a, Viera, L io ee nr Yarm, 
cHarDsoN, Marraew Tuomas, Hu 
forks, late Insurance Agent’ April 5 Off Ree, 8, 


Albert 
Ripken, Joun Ernest Antuowy, North Shields, late Beer- 
house April 56 at 12 Off Rec, Pink lane, New- 


castle on 
Tose, 2 Pesnenend, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer April 6 at 
12 Off Reo, 


22, - 
Scort, THomas Leicester, 3 April 7 at 12.30 Off 
8 ? "Fra ane, Leicester Yarn Spinner April 7 at 
N, 
eS. Off Reo, 6, Queen st, Huddersfield 
Sueep, Epwarp, Harced, Gumex” Far Farmer April 6 at 2 
Surru, Jouy, Little ey Lincs, Former April 6 at 12 
Off Ree, 48, High st, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bertrrawu, Wituiam, Cardiff, Oil Merchant Cardiff Pet 
a |. 5 pene ege 
“ RG ‘aunl mer, m, Green- 
“grocer Cardiff’ Pet March 24 Ord March 24° 
Baixxwortnh, Epwarp, Wilts, Corn Factor 
Bath March 


1 
Broveu, Exszasetu, Maindee, Newport, Mon, late Inn- 
. ans 7 wport, Mon pet March 2 Ord March 24 - 
, — Draper Stockton on 
ae nod Bul wall, Hottinghamn, Dyer Nottinghass 
Cameron, James, 
‘ Pet March i Ord March 2 sac iw 
Toma Pouoreielde Hants, Solici Portsm 
*"Pet'March 23 Ord March 23 
Crark, Maey Ans, and aly Axw Cr. aan, © St Thomas, 
Butchers Exeter Pet March 21 Ord March 21 
Com, 3 JAMES ques Mae, Ee y. Barry Dock, Glam, Butcher Cardiff 


Cor ~~ West dstone, Fishm: 
LBY og Bar Ord Mar 3 ger 


Corrox, stone "Pet Earthenware Manufac- 
turer Longton ties” Ord Mar 25 
Craces, Tuomas, nan Coachman 
Bradford Pet Mar 21 
Caumur, Tuomas Wiitiam, Risbury, , om  Fersfent- 
re, Farmer Leominster Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 


Cury of Jous, Barnet, Herts, Builder Barnet Pet 
ae Ord Mar 23 


D Joszrn, Bethesda, Carnarvonshire, Licensed Vic- 
““tuailer Bangor Pes Mar 24 ‘Ord Mar'24 


Dvasty, maa ities Sti hon, In Insurancs haut Glou- 
Norfolk, Farmer Gt Yarmouth 


ron 33" 
Gr. "Dav 8t Builder St Albans Pet March 


16 
G Ros pore og ey 
RAY. ERT Bumey ot Dy nh Staines, Captain 


— 7 Pet March 29 ipo Groton, Bapaeron 









ee ee eee ee ee ee ee 
Sealy ’ . — 6 


en eee 
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23 Ord March 23 
Hercurmsox, Wri11am, Middlesborough, Iron Merchant 
Pet March 21 Ord March 21 

, Beds, Grocer Luton Pet March 


Hicarxsos, Rovert, Nottingham, la 
Nottingham Pet March 


Inesox, ALFRED, 
21 

Lewis, Jonx Huon, Liverpool, Solicitor Liverpool Pet 
Feb 14 Ord Mareh 24 

Lewss, Mastin Wiuttam, York, Architect York Pet 
March 6 Ord March 24 

Lewis, Reynoip, and Davin Eyxox, Tonypandy, > iam, 


dd Pet March 22 Ord 
urch, Glam, Farmer Cardiff Pet 


Laoxyp, Tuomas Witiiam, Tony Pandy, Glam, Grocer 
idd Pet March 20 Ord March 23 

Locxwoop, Prerrer, Paddock, Huddersfield, Confectioner 
Huddersfield Pet March 23 Ord March 23 

Locxyrr, Epwarp, Cornwall rd, Brixton, Beerhouse 
Keeper Court Pet March 24 Ord ‘March 24 

Looker, Witu1am, Bedminster, Bristol, Outfitter Bristol 
Pet March 23 Ord March 23 

Lowg, Basan pase Derby, Milliner Derby Pet March 25 


Manrtix, Joux James, Whetstone, Leics, Farmer Leicester 
Pet Mar 24 Ord Mar 24 

no rae: Manchester, Actor Manchester Pet Mar 23 

Mircue.t, seaw Cocuraxe, Birmingham, Glass Mer- 

im Pet Mar4 Ord Mar 24 
Morris, Epwarp, Penrhiwceiber, Glam, Coalminer Pon- 
Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 

Pare, Joux, Bishopston, Glos, Tailor Bristol Pet Mar 23 

Ord Mar 23 


Pernicx, Anravr, Launceston, Cornwall, Innkeeper East 
Pet Feb 25 Ord Mar 24 


Laster, Heyry, 
March 22 


Rapcuirre, Aveert, Halifax, Butcher Halifax Pet Mar 
16 Ord Mar 21 


Roserts, Freperick Joun, Halifax, Beerhouse Keeper 
Halifax } Mar 10 Ord Mar 18 
Scnoxstapt, Moritz Hewry, Farringdon rd, Indiarubber 
Merchant Court Pet Mar9 Ord Mar 24 
Suezp, Epwarp, ld, Sussex, late Farmer Tun- 
bridge Wells Pet Mar 3 Ord Mar 25 
opn GranTuam, Bowdon, a. . aa Retailer 
Pet March 24 Ord March 
Spezecuiey, Frepericx Marriuews, Kidderminster, Fancy 
Kidéerminster Pet March 17 Ord March 17 
Srovsam, Epwiy, ft. Essex, Builder Chelmsford 
Pet Mar 16 Ord Mar 


Tuomas, 44 Cardiff, ener Cardiff Pet Mar 17 
Ord Mar 23 


Urwicx, Samvet Lewis, Leominster, Herefordshire, 
Licensed Victualler Leominster Pet Mar 25 Ord 
Mar 25 


Suir, 


SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. 


April 6.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranriexp, at the Mart, 
C., Reversions, Life Interest, and Shares (see adver- 
tisement, this wee wet, es: 4). 


Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE,  alteh in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 28s. Soxtctrors’ JouRNAL, 
26s. Od. ; by Post, 28s. Od. Volumes bound 
at the office—cloth, 2s. 9d., halt law caly, 
5s. 6d. 


All letters intended for publication im the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
_ application be made direct to the Publisher. 


WRITING. —Documents of every 

‘ully and accurately Copied ; private 

room for rg A references.—Ravxe & oy 40, 
Norfolk-street, Strand. ‘Translations undertaken. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE —— MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


To aad Ly Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 











ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


ou Pars for Registrars, Town 
and Clerks of the Peace. 


Corporation Robea, University and Clergy Gowns 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


Law W: 











REVERSIONS, “ANNUITIES, LIFE 
INTERESTS, LIFE POLICIES, &e. 


BEERS. H. E. FOSTER & CRAN- 


and hone = and Auctioneers, may 

yo ¢ all questions Myo J to the ave Interests. 
eir Periodical Sales (esta’ ed by the late Mr. H. E. 
Marsh in 1843) occur on the iy ae in each Month 
nr ang B the year, and are th medium for 
ae this Fy of qunperty. Advances made, if 
conn “—. or permanent mortgages |) 

oapetiabede Adres, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. 


RUST MONEYS. —To Solicitors, Trustees, 

and others who have Trust Moneys against first- 

class Securities, such as Freeholds and Leaseholds, i in this 

country ; please state a offered and interest required, 

whether on freehold, old or otherwise.—M. Lzox, 
Mortgage Broker, ah enue, Landon, E.C. 


A SOLICITORS and PROPERTY- 

OLDERS.— Wanted, by respectable builder, Charge 

of Small Estate for General "Ra rs; references permitted 

2 two hha, surveyors.—Apply T. M. G., Lett’s Library, 
ouch- 


R. UTTLEY, Solicitor, continues to 
Hy and successfully PREPARE CANDIDATES, 
PRELIMINA RY o- aa the SOLICITORS’ and BAR 
PRE A 
B. + hy Toon from £1 1s. month, 
we PouriLs HAVE TAKEN Howours.—For farther par- 
ticulars, and copies of “‘ Hints on Stephen’s gy erence 
and “Hints on Criminal Law,” address, 17, Brazennose- 
street, Albert-square, Manchester. 


BARRISTER-AT-LAW Prepares Can- 

didates for the Solicitors’ Intermediate, Final, and 
Hunours Examinations ; also for the Bar Examinations, i in 
Chambers or by Co: dence; individual tutiion.— 
Address Lex, 2nd Floor North, 13, Old-square, Lincoln’s- 
inn. 

O LOVERS of “FORESTRY and GAR- 

DENING.—The Lease of a charmingly placed high- 
class Residence, in 40 acres of luxuriantly timbered gro 
for Sale ; eight or nine miles from the City and West End ; 
a gentleman s residence in every respect; price £4,000 for 
70 years lease at £300 per annum ground-rent. —Appl +4 
Messrs. Harman Bros., Auctioneers, 75, Aldermanbury, 





INKERTON’S DETECTIVE OFFICE. —_ 
Female and Male Detectives.—Divorce.—Prompt, 
secret, and reliable evidence obtained ; suspected persons 
watched ; missing friends ; trade inquiries made.— 
Chief Office, 1a, Duke-street, Strand; 32, Surrey-lane, 
Battersea, 8.W. Telegrams, “ Detexi, London.” 


O INVALIDS.—A List of Medical Men 

in all Parts, willing to receive Resident Patients, 

giving full particulars and terms, sent gratis. The list 

includes Private Asylums, &c.—Address Mr. G. B. Srocxen, 
8, Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C. 


ou SOs SOEE ONS and others.— Wanted, the 

made since 1876, of the late AGNES 
MATHILDE, widow of CHARLES LE FEBURE, 
formerly partner in the late firm of Coates and Le Febure, 
Ship Brokers, of the City of Cork. A liberal reward will 
be given. —Apply to A. C. Barrie, Solicitor, Exchange- 
chambers, Copthall-avenue, London. 


\ ILL WANTED of ALFRED CECIL 

POOK CHALLEN, late of Cocking, Sussex 
Farmer, who — on or about the 9th of March ult., and 
is auppeset to have made a will which cannot be found.— 
App y Mr. Perkins, Solicitor, Guildford. 


8rd Edition. Just ready, in 8vo, price 5s. 6d., cash 4s. 6d. or 
post-free, 4s. 9d. 

MHE STUDENTS GUIDE to 
PRIDEAUX’S CONVEYANCING. By JOHN 

INDERMAUR, Solicitor, &c. Being Notes on the 15th 

Edition of Prideaux’s ae. together with a Set of 

Test Questions on that work and Epitomes of various Acts 

of Parliament. 


ee Grorce Barper, at the Office of 1 * Law 
udents’ Journal,” 16, Cursitor-street, E.C 


“Special Advantages to Private Insurers. 
THE IMPERIAL uysvrance company 


tmuarep. FIRE. 
Established 1903. 

1, Old Broad-street, E.C., and 22, Pall Mall, 8.W. 
Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, £300,000. 
Total Funds £1,600,000. 

E. COZENS SMITH, 


General Manager. 


HE REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED 
" (EsTasiisnepv 1828), 


| Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personal 
| Reppert and Life Interests, and Lafe Policies, and 

Advance Money upon these Securities. —l7, King’s Arms- 
| yard, Coleman-street, E.C. 




















aasmenn to, Mosh, Miner, & Oo.) Lent f ! 
be consulied 


RMEDIATE, and FINAL, and |; 








CONVERSION OF THE 
EGYPTIAN STATE DOMAIN 
MORTGAGE BONDS. 





accordance with Decrees of His Highness the Khedive 
of Hemet, Gated the Gen 1890, and the 18th March, 
| 1893, made with the consent of the Powers and authorizing 
the Conversion of the Egyptian State Domain Mortgage 
| Bonds, the rate of interest on the said Bonds will, in con- 
‘formity with the Decree of the 25th March, 1893, be reduced 
thd mag per annum to 4} per cent. "per annum from 
the ist 

Holders of Bonds who do not accept the conversion must 
give notice at the latest by the 1 April next, that they 
| wish to receive reimbursement of ni! ds at par. 

nds for reimbursement, phn wcbom by the Bonds 
furnished with all Coupons not yet due, must be sent to 
Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & Sons in London; to Messrs. 
\de Rothschild Brothers in Paris; or to the Administration 
of the State Domains in Cairo. 

Bonds thus deposited will be reimbursed on the Ist June 
next at par, with accrued interest at the rate of 5 per cent. 
per annum 

Holders of Bonds who have not by the above-mentioned 
\date—viz., the 10th April next, given notice that they re- 
quire reimbursement of their Bonds, will, in accordance 
with Article 13 of the Decree of the 6th June, 1890, be 

d to have ted the Conversion. 

Copies of the Decrees of the 18th March, 1893, and the 
25th March, 1893, can be — on application. 

New-court, 27th March, 1893. 


GENERAL LIFE AND FIRE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY. 


EstaBLisnep 1837. 

LIFE. FIRE. MORTGAGES. ANNUITIES. 
Cuizr Orrice—103, CANNON STREET, LONDON, E.C« 
Capital and Reserves—£2,350,000. 

Sir ANDREW LUSK, Bart., Chairman. 


DOUBLE ADVANTAGE POLICIES issued securing 
TWO PAYMENTS of the amount assured. One payment 
on the attainment of a led age, and a second payment 
at death thereafter. 


Advances made on Reversions, vested or contingent, and 
Life Interests, and on Personal Security in connection with 
Life Policy. 


THE EQUITABLE FIRE AND ACCIDENT 


OFFICE, LIMITED. 
MANCHESTER, LONDON, GLASGOW. 








CaPiTAL é £405,545. 
ANNUAL — (1891) over £140,000. 
Securtry To InsuREp, over £460,000. 


AGENCY. — Gentlemen who can introduce SOUND 
BUSINESS invited to apply for po sey 


SPECIAL mel ge * a ponies ment.—ONE 
PREMIUM returned E Y FIFTH EAR to those 
who have made no a 


D. R. PATERSON, Manager and Secretary. 


UARDIAN FIRE AND LIFE OFFICE. 
Head Office—11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 
Law Courts Branch—21 Fleet-street, E.C. 
Established 1821. Subscribed Capital, Two Millions. 
Direcrors : 
Cuarnman—GeorGe Lake, Esq. 
Deruty-Cuainman—Joun J. Hamiitox, Esq. 
Henry Bonham-Carter, Esq. | John Hunter, Esq. 
Wm. Hill Dawson, Esq. poy NS Lubbock, Esq. 
Charles F. Devas, Esq. B. Martin, Esq. 
=" F. R. Farquhar, Henry io John he Normes, Esq. 
Alban G. H. Gibbs, Esq.,M.P. re A Prevost, Esq, 
James Goodson, ick or, Esq. 
John G. Talbot, Esq., M.P. 


Richard M. oe Esq. 
Hon. Evelyn Hubbard. 

Actuary anp Secretary—T. G. C. Browne. 
Manacer or Fine Derartuent—A. J. Relton. 
Sus-Manacer Home Fire Derartuent—R. G. Cochrane. 
Share Capital at present sm -" and invested ... £1,000,000 
Total Funds upwards of ; ‘ pisipeponcin sn. 
Total Annual me over... 928,000 

N.B.—Fire Policies which ‘expire “at LADY DAY 
should be renewed at the Head Office, or with the Agents, 
on or before the 8th day of APRIL. 

The Terms and Conditions of Fire Insurances in the 
“Guardian” are as liberal as those offered by other first- 
class Insurance Offices. 
Applications for Agencies invited. 
EVERSIONARY and LIFE INTERESTS : 
in LANDED or FOO in ft atl or aon 
Securities and Annuities 
Annuities faith oe ae gatirtABLe RE. 
VERSIONARY LIMITED), 10. 
Lancaster-place, Waterloo Established 
= Capital, £500,000. Tntreeatnn on oa may be capita- 


F. 8. CLAYTON, Joint 
C. H. CLAYTON, } Secretaries, 
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